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Introduction 
 
When historians approach the First World War nowadays they are met with a wave of potential 
myths and socially created interpretations of the war which do not necessarily portray an accurate 
account of the military events that took place. The modern images of its futility, the deaths of 
millions of disillusioned soldiers and the awful conditions of rat infested muddy trenches on the 
Western Front are all common convictions generated when considering World War One. Yet they 
have not always been the perspectives of the public. Brian Bond believed that this concept of futility 
and disillusionment surfaced in the 1960’s.1 This is not a view shared by all historians with many 
debating when exactly the onset of this disillusionment occurred. For example, there are those who 
believe it set in far earlier, prior to the Second World War; William Philpott describes it as ‘the anti-
war Zeitgeist of the early 1930’s’2. Contemporary media have done little to douse these growing 
myths with films such as Oh! What a Lovely War and Gallipoli emphasising inaccurate facts or 
popular beliefs to tap into the general consensus regarding the war to win greater approval at the 
box offices.3 Blackadder Goes Forth is another prime example of inaccurate, yet popular, media re-
confirming many of the clichés about the war. An illustration of this can be seen from the beginning 
with the character Baldrick highlighting the futility of the war with his opinion that the conflict 
started because ‘Archie Duke shot an ostrich because he was hungry’.4 The notions of the futility of 
the war and the shortcomings of the political and military leadership have been contested by a new 
wave of historians, among whom Gary Sheffield is at the forefront with his book Forgotten Victories 
where he focuses on the war in British and American memory. 
In addition a great deal of interest from Great War historians has previously been concentrated on 
the predominant forces within the main sphere of the war in Europe. The actions that started the 
war involving Austria-Hungary and Serbia have been well covered by historians, combined with the 
contributions of France, Germany, Russia, the United Kingdom and the United States of America, 
leaving many others to enter on the periphery of research. However there were a number of further 
contributors and to use a famous line from Rudyard Kipling’s Recessional, ‘Lest we forget’ those 
                                                          
1
 B. Bond, The unquiet Western Front; Britain’s role in literature and history, (Cambridge, 2002), p. 51. 
2
 W. Philpott, Bloody Victory, (Great Britain, 2010), p. 481. 
3
 Gallipoli - The film attempts to show command of the third wave of attack at The Nek, which killed the main 
character Archy Hamilton, being authorized by a British officer in order to highlight the poor relationship and 
contribution of the British at Gallipoli furthering the futility of the soldiers’ advance. However the 
authorization was given by an Australian officer, Lieutenant-Colonel John M. Antill. 
4
 Quote taken from G. Sheffield, ‘The Origins of World War One’, 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/history/worldwars/wwone/origins_01.shtml (Accessed 23/02/12). 
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many others who played a vital role in the greater war effort aiding the dominant powers. Nations 
such as Canada and Australia over the last few decades have garnered far more interest than 
previously from historians, as the First World War once again became a fashionable topic. As Joseph 
Stiglitz has written ‘World War I made clear our growing global interdependence’5. 
The primary aim of this work is to attempt to look through the popular myths and to focus on the 
facts in regard to how have the contributions of the British dominions of Australia and Canada been 
memorialised following the First World War in the 1920’s and 1930’s? To achieve this aim there will 
be three stages of research and comparisons to be made beginning with the reasons why the nations 
of Australia and Canada committed to the war. The combination of these countries and others from 
the British Empire joining the war, including South Africa, India and the West Indies, created an 
event that could truly be classified as a World War with men from five of the six inhabited continents 
of the world involved in active fighting.6 Gordon Corrigan, a former officer of the Royal Gurkha Rifles 
and a noted military historian of the Great War, provides a very simple explanation for their 
inclusion, that ‘As the law stood in 1914, once Britain declared war the whole of the Empire was 
automatically at war’7. Thus both of the self-governing dominions of Canada and Australia combined 
with the forces from Britain’s other dominions and colonies engaged in the war. Despite this theory 
of entering the war at the behest of Britain due to legal requirements as members of a united 
empire, according to several historians there was a certain amount of enthusiasm to enrol and fight 
against the central powers headed by Germany. Corrigan has stated that ‘South Africa was the one 
part of the Empire where British entry into the war was not greeted with near-universal approval.’8 
His view is echoed by David Stevenson who commented that even the non-English speakers in 
Canada were supportive of the war effort with South Africa being ‘The one exception to the 
pattern’9. Corrigan’s explanation offers one answer to the question posed; nevertheless there were 
further motives that will be explored as to why the individual men volunteered to fight a war which 
was principally fought in France and Belgium, thousands of miles away from their homes. The 
reasons and motives for this level of enthusiasm from the individual men to enter a war 
predominantly fought in Europe will help to understand why public perspective and the 
memorialisation of the war in Australia and Canada has been as it was. It was the first stage that 
helped to shape how the war was to be remembered and will hopefully demonstrate that the 
                                                          
5
 J. Stiglitz, Making Globalization Work, (Great Britain, 2007), p. 18. 
6
 Men who served within the British Empire’s armies during World War One came from Europe, North America 
including the West Indies islands in the Caribbean, Africa, Asia and Australia, only South America was not 
represented. 
7
 G. Corrigan, Mud, Blood and Poppycock, (London, 2003), p. 284. 
8
 Ibid. 
9
 D. Stevenson, 1914-1918: The History of the First World War, (Great Britain, 2004), Ebook, pp. 106-107. 
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memorialisation and remembrance of the war have not only been formed from the outcome of the 
conflict. 
The contributions made by the armies of Australia and Canada in the Great War, will be considered 
in a second section, with my focus concentrated on the main facts or events that took place which 
would have affected the manner in which their inclusion was memorialised. To begin with it is 
important to consider the contribution in both quantitative and qualitative terms using the statistical 
information available regarding the number of men deployed to certain regions of the globe where 
conflicts occurred, with my focus principally aimed at the Western Front. This will enable 
calculations to be made in regards to the proportionate manpower that was attributed to each 
nation engaged in the war. Furthermore attention will be paid to the outcomes of the battles within 
which these men participated and the casualties and losses they suffered. 
Canada and Australia entered the war under the guidance of the British; though as the war 
progressed, their relationship with Britain evolved and despite entering the war bound to the British 
they ended it as separate signatories at the Treaty of Versailles. 10 Therefore each group of men can 
be seen to have brought with them particular contributions or specialisations to the effort. Hence 
another area to be considered when assessing their contribution is whether or not the recruited 
men from the dominion armies were effective in their own right and if they offered specialisations, 
some of which may have been focused upon and reflected in the memorialisation process. These 
include expertise on the battlefield or underground such as tunnelling and their effectiveness within 
these aspects of war. One example of such a specialisation is the use of the Canadian army as ‘shock 
troops’, a term which was used to describe their ability to lead attacks and to break the deadlock of 
trench warfare. A further example, popularised by modern media with the film Beneath Hill 60, is 
the tunnelling expertise of the Australians utilised at the Battle of Messines in 1917. It was there that 
the 1st Australian Tunnelling Company laid twenty-one mines and managed to explode nineteen of 
them on June 17th with such force that they caused shockwaves to be felt in London.11 Australian 
soldiers have often been referred to as ‘Diggers’, therefore there may be a direct connection 
between this specialisation and the collective memory in Australia. Again this will also provide an 
insight into their importance in the field and the level of contribution provided.  
 
                                                          
10
 Commonwealth Secretariat – History, http://www.thecommonwealth.org/Internal/34493/history/ 
(Accessed 07/02/12). 
11
 P. Caddick-Adams, ‘Messines, battle of’, The Oxford Companion to Military History, (Ed.) R. Holmes, Oxford 
University Press, 2001, Oxford Reference Online, Oxford University Press,  Universiteit Leiden – LUMC. 
http://www.oxfordreference.com/views/ENTRY.html?subview=Main&entry=t139.e819 (Accessed 06/02/12). 
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Much of the information on the contribution of the two Dominions can be obtained from primary 
sources including Charles Bean’s Official History of Australia in the War of 1914-1918 published 
between 1920 and 1942 and both A. F. Duguid and G. W. Nicholson’s official histories of Canada’s 
participation in the Great War. These sources contain important facts such as casualty ratios and 
battle successes that are also detailed in many secondary sources such as Corrigan’s Mud, Blood and 
Poppycock and John Keegan’s The First World War. They will prove helpful in better understanding 
the key events and contributions made by the two dominions during the war effort. This section will 
collate information on the contribution and specialisations of the armies of Australia and Canada in 
addition to key battles or tactical decisions which have gained significance and can be used to better 
comprehend the memorialisation of the war. Therefore, put simply I hope to identify what 
happened on the battlefield and how these events were memorialised. 
The third stage of this thesis will be of greatest focus in which answers to the main research question 
are provided. Its aim is to determine how the contributions of Australia and Canada in the war have 
been memorialised and appreciated. Attention will be attributed to the memorialisation of the war 
from a public perspective in both countries which can be demonstrated in many ways. One manner 
of particular interest will be whether their participation was viewed as a just and worthwhile 
sacrifice by their respective publics as argued by Corrigan or if they echo the view popularised by 
some historians including Paul Fussell in his work The Great War and Modern Memory that the war 
was a futile and tragic loss of life. The immediate reaction to the return of the soldiers was obviously 
one of celebration however I hope to understand the underlying sentiments of the people by 
reviewing war memorial iconography and war literature. Furthermore, it will be examined if the 
public perceptions of the war evolved over time within the confine of the interwar years. From 
previous work on the memorialisation stages in Britain, a comparison will also be formed between 
the three nations to determine if they reacted in a similar manner to the outcome of the war. Due to 
the proximity of the main sphere of war and the man power that was required to be committed by 
Britain to prevent German expansion, one would expect there to have been a much greater positive 
impact on the public and how they perceived the events to have occurred. There is a general 
consensus among historians that public perspective of a just war to prevent German dominance in 
Europe was the initial reaction but this evolved over time, especially with the approach of the 
Second World War into the popular view now held of a futile slaughter. Historians disagree over the 
timing of this change in public opinion yet many including Samuel Hynes perceive it to have set in 
during the late 1920’s and continued in the 1930’s with the Second World War then causing a loss of 
interest for many years in the Great War until the 1950’s and 1960’s onwards. 
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The distance of Canada and Australia from both the Western Front and the Middle East in theory 
could have acted to generate a greater sense of futility due to the fact that they had no real home 
front that was ever likely to be in grave danger of invasion. Therefore a comparison and potential 
contrast will be made to test whether or not the three nations experienced differing public 
perspectives at different stages following the war up until a cut-off point of the late 1930’s. The 
evolution of the political relations between Britain and the two dominions following the war will be 
examined, in so far as it gave meaning to their participation and the memorialisation process. It will 
be interesting to see if Ronald Hyam’s statement that ‘The ‘Great War’ destroyed empires’12 is 
accurate in respect to both Australia and Canada’s relations with Britain. Jack Granatstein and 
Desmond Morton have agreed with this view to an extent and have perceived the war to be 
Canada’s war of independence.13 To understand the memorialisation process it will be important to 
use primary sources such as newspapers, diaries and differing forms of war literature which became 
widely read during and following the conclusion of the war. Following this, one will be able to 
answer the question of how have the contributions of the British dominions of Australia and Canada 
been memorialised in the aftermath of the Great War? 
  
                                                          
12
 R. Hyam, Britain’s Declining Empire: The Road to Decolonisation 1918-1968, (New York, 2006), p. 30. 
13
 D. Morton and J. L. Granatstein, Marching to Armageddon: Canadians and the Great War, 1914-1919, 
(Toronto, 1989). 
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1) ‘Men who march away’14 
 
The distance from Ottawa, the Canadian capital city, to Sarajevo, where Archduke Franz Ferdinand 
was assassinated, is approximately 4,300 miles, while Canberra, Australia is double at just under 
9,800 miles. Why is it then that 628,462 men and women served the Canadian Expeditionary Force 
while a further 416,809 people were enlisted by Australia to fight a war thousands of miles away 
from their respective home nations?15 More importantly for this thesis is the question of how have 
these reasons affected the memorialisation process that followed the war effort? The obvious 
answer to the reason why the men fought, as stated by Corrigan and Stevenson and further 
enhanced by F. W. Perry, would be that ‘When Britain declared war in 1914 she did so on behalf of 
the Empire as a whole’16 which included the Dominions. This though does not explain the 
motivations of the individuals, why over one million men enlisted from Canada and Australia 
combined, of whom the vast majority were volunteers with conscription in Canada only commencing 
towards the end of 1917. Of course, each person would have had their own motive and not 
everyone will have enlisted because of the reasons that will be highlighted here. Nevertheless the 
reasons noted are the most common that affected a greater portion of the one million men and 
furthermore that played an important role in the memorialisation of the war. One may question why 
the motives for enlistment are important when considering the memorialisation stage however this 
section will divulge to the reader that the remembrance of the war has not been created and 
enacted purely on the outcome in 1918 or the key events during the four years of fighting. Instead 
the significant motives for men to volunteer demonstrate collective perspectives towards the war, 
many of which have been sustained in its memory through the 1920’s and 1930’s. The public 
opinions felt towards the war laid the foundations of its remembrance; it offers the first inkling as to 
how it would have been commemorated during the interwar years. It provides historians with the 
opportunity to assess if social collective ideas regarding the war have fluctuated from its beginning 
to, in this case, the late 1930’s. The motives of both the men and the authorities to fight in a war 
that would have been considered not of their own making, form an integral part of the 
memorialisation of the war and highlight the initial sentiments felt towards the event.  
                                                          
14
 T. Hardy, ‘Song of the Soldiers’, The Times Literary Supplement, September 10, 1914, Issue 660, p. 413. 
15
 For CEF enlistment figures see, Colonel A. F. Duguid, Official History of the Canadian Forces in the Great War, 
1914-1919, p. VII. http://www.cmp-cpm.forces.gc.ca/dhh-dhp/his/docs/CFGW_VOL1Pt1_E.pdf (Accessed 
23/02/12), for Australia’s enlistment figures see, P. Pedersen, The Anzacs: Gallipoli to the Western Front, 
(London, 2007), p. 405. 
16
 F. W. Perry, The Commonwealth Armies: Manpower and Organisation in Two World Wars, (Manchester, 
1988), p. 124. 
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Canada 
 
The individual soldiers had their own motives for joining the war which will also be assessed, but 
what is firstly of interest in the formation of a collective memory of the war is the decision made by 
the Canadian government to willingly partake in the conflict. Without the support of the Canadian 
government thousands of civilians would have remained bystanders of the war in Europe. It is 
apparent that there was no consultation with the Canadian population as to whether or not to go to 
war, as there was also little, if any consultation, within the government. Canada was by right 
required to contribute to the British war effort but it was not set in stone how large this contribution 
would be.17 Canadian politicians made it perfectly clear without the need of a vote or debate in 
parliament that they supported Britain and their war effort. Prime Minister Robert Borden believed 
Canada had to stand ‘shoulder to shoulder with Britain’. David Stevenson has noted that Borden 
‘promised to send troops without even recalling parliament’18. Wilfred Laurier leader of the 
opposition Liberal party agreed with Borden’s stance, stating that ‘It is our duty to let Great Britain 
know and to let the friends and foes of Great Britain know that there is in Canada but one mind and 
one heart and that all Canadians are behind the Mother Country.’19 Henri Bourassa, one of the 
figureheads of French Canada also added his backing to Canada’s war effort.20 This public 
recognition of duty and patriotism to their Motherland was a sentiment that matched the mood of 
the Canadian population.  
Though duty and honour would have played a part in the Canadian government’s decision to 
vigorously back Britain with a strong expeditionary force, economics may have also played a role. 
Canada had a troubled economy when entering the war which was worsened by the costly ‘new, 
                                                          
17
 Foreign Affairs and International Trade Canada, ‘1914-1921: The Crucible of War’. 
http://www.international.gc.ca/history-histoire/world-monde/1914-1921.aspx?lang=eng&view=d (Accessed 
10/05/12) 
18
 D. Stevenson, 1914-1918: The History of the First World War, E-book, p. 107. 
19
 The History of Canada Online, ‘Prelude to War’. 
http://canadachannel.ca/HCO/index.php/1._Prelude_to_War (Accessed 10/05/12) 
20
 Foreign Affairs and International Trade Canada, ‘1914-1921: The Crucible of War’. 
http://www.international.gc.ca/history-histoire/world-monde/1914-1921.aspx?lang=eng&view=d (Accessed 
10/05/12) 
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debt-ridden transcontinental railways, the Canadian Northern and the Grand Trunk Pacific’21. It was 
believed therefore that the war was ‘a way to revitalize the economy and create jobs in the middle 
of an economic downturn.’22 Initially, the costs of the war exacerbated the economic outlook of the 
country even further; but it also presented the government with the opportunity to raise finances 
from Canadian civilians through loans and war bonds. The national debt greatly increased as a result 
of this but the government was able to finance its war effort by borrowing from its own people and 
allies.23 It was also able to generate a greater income from the exports of wheat, timber and 
munitions with profits made even larger by soaring prices. Recession hit factories were brought back 
into use to help the war effort and Canada was able to attract large munitions contracts from firstly 
Great Britain and then the United States when it entered the war.24 Economic motives therefore 
may have also played a part in the Canadian government’s willingness to participate in the Great 
War and to urge its civilians to support the cause. 
Political growth in the international sphere was also a factor behind Canada’s strong contribution 
with Borden desiring greater powers for the Dominion. In 1914, the Canadian Prime Minister 
expressed his opinion that ‘the people of the dominions must have the same voice in questions of 
imperial diplomacy as "those who live within the British Isles."’25 At the same time, Borden’s foreign 
policy advisor, Loring Christie, also sought greater control for Canada over its own foreign policy. 
While not desiring at this stage to be independent, Christie wanted more self-government. Borden 
and Christie may have spotted the opportunity to further their causes and encouraged Canadians to 
fulfil their duty to the Empire by putting in a strong performance on the battlefields of Europe. This 
was a sentiment that developed throughout the course of the war and was an important factor in 
the memorialisation as Canadians witnessed a growth in their own unique national identity separate 
from the British. Thus we can identify that while publicly Canada’s authorities expressed their desire 
to contribute was based on duty and honour there may have been other incentives such as 
revitalising a stalling economy and gaining greater political standing within the Empire. 
 
                                                          
21
 D. Morton, ‘First World War’. http://www.thecanadianencyclopedia.com/articles/first-world-war-wwi 
(Accessed 10/05/12) 
22
 The History of Canada Online, ‘Prelude to War’. 
http://canadachannel.ca/HCO/index.php/1._Prelude_to_War (Accessed 10/05/12) 
23
 D. Morton, ‘First World War’. http://www.thecanadianencyclopedia.com/articles/first-world-war-wwi 
(Accessed 10/05/12) 
24
 Ibid. 
25
 Foreign Affairs and International Trade Canada, ‘1914-1921: The Crucible of War’. 
http://www.international.gc.ca/history-histoire/world-monde/1914-1921.aspx?lang=eng&view=d (Accessed 
10/05/12) 
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It is obvious that there are not one or even two sole reasons why men went and still to this day go to 
war. In 1914, there were several reasons why Canadian men enlisted at the start of the First World 
War and why they have been viewed and depicted as ‘the keen-eyed Volunteer’26 that many 
perceive them to be to this day, caught up in the euphoria of the outbreak of war. One reason that 
has had a great impact on the memorialisation of the soldiers in the aftermath is their desire to 
secure peace. In 1937, General Alex Ross, Dominion president of the Canadian Legion recalled of the 
Canadian Expeditionary Force that they had ‘fought no war of conquest but we fought sincerely and 
honestly to secure the peace of the world.’27 Despite, later that year, voicing his concerns that much 
still needed to be done to ensure a legacy of peace from the Great War, it was his belief that he and 
his fellow countrymen went to war for that reason.28  This is a view that has been echoed by Charles 
Stebbing, who commented that the soldiers did not go to war in order to kill or for the glory of 
victory. Rather ‘it was through his love of peace that he shouldered the burden of kit and 
accoutrements and went forth to do battle’29. A notion that could be termed as slightly ironic or a 
paradox, going to war for peace, nonetheless it was a valid reason for men to enlist and one that 
brought about the reality of peace on a global scale for two decades. 
 
A further factor that is evident is a belief that the task of war against Germany was a just cause and a 
defence of civilization. Lieutenant-Colonel H. Rorke, who received many awards including the 
Distinguished Service Order, is one who believed that the soldiers fought in the defence of 
civilization. 30 He wrote that they would be remembered for their ‘loyal patriotic service rendered in 
defence of those principles which all good citizens regard as worth preserving in the best interests of 
humanity.’31 Canadian men in 1914 would have encountered endless posters and articles of 
propaganda, some of which reported the supposed atrocities of the Germans as they advanced into 
Belgium and France. Depictions and tales of Germany as an evil foe, a beast and also of barbarians 
stooping to lower moral levels, committing crimes such as rape, would have encouraged many men 
to enlist to fight for civilization. This is a viewpoint that is apparent in a novel by an active participant 
in the war, Philip Child, who perceived in his fictional retelling of events that the men who enlisted 
                                                          
26
 J. F. Vance, Death So Noble, (Canada, 1997), p. 55. 
27
 A. Ross quoted in J. F. Vance, Death So Noble, p. 32. 
28
 A. Ross quoted in Ottawa Citizen, November 12, 1937, p. 14. 
29
 C. Stebbing, Globe, June, 6, 1930, p. 4. 
30
 ‘Medals, Honours and Awards’, http://www.collectionscanada.gc.ca/databases/medals/001099-119.01-
e.php?&person_id_nbr=95201&interval=20&&PHPSESSID=tahaoj0s0adqn15mt1hrbmb0s5 (Accessed 
29/02/12). 
31
 H. Rorke, in D. J. Corrigall, The History of the 20
th
 Canadian Battalion (Central Ontario Regiment), Canadian 
Expeditionary Force in the Great War, 1914-1918, (Toronto, 1935), p. ix. 
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had ‘an honest belief that they were doing their duty in a necessary task.’32 Some even believed that 
they were defending their own civilization; their homes against a potential German invasion in the 
future. Colonel Nasmith wrote in 1919 that some Canadian men had understood that ‘the existence 
of the empire was at stake, that if Britain fell Canada would be next and that therefore they were 
fighting for their own homes.’ He continued writing that ‘what dominated the Canadian volunteer… 
was the spirit of true patriotism which involved the love of justice, liberty and country.’ 33  Though 
this viewpoint may appear slightly exaggerated, it was one that crossed the minds of some Canadian 
men at the onset of war. But engaging in a war to fight against injustice, for civilization and to make 
secure the British Empire, were greater factors than the fear of Canada being invaded. Defending 
civilization was a theme that epitomised the majority of enlistees’ decision to volunteer as well as 
the Canadian government’s public rhetoric to its civilians. It is also a theme that has been 
reverberated following the war to keep a sense of justness about the conflict and was captured in 
the memory of Canadians following its conclusion. 
 
William Philpott provides a different motive for many of the men to have enlisted, not solely to fight 
for a just and noble cause ‘but also a free trip home’34.  Philpott highlights Owen William Steele as 
one to whom this motive may have been appealing having been raised by English parents. Steele 
took the opportunity presented to him to travel to his ancestral home and left for England in 
October 1914 after being within the first 500 to volunteer for the Newfoundland raised land service 
to aid the British.35 Newfoundland at the time was a separate Dominion, however it was 
amalgamated in the 1940’s and is now a region of Canada. The possibilities for migrants to travel 
back home may well have been a motive that inspired my own great uncle, Private Albert McKane, 
an unmarried farmer born in Beragh, Co. Tyrone to enlist. Albert left his home and family behind and 
sailed to Halifax, Nova Scotia from Londonderry, Northern Ireland. From there he worked his way 
across Canada making his permanent residence in Hartney, Manitoba before he decided at the age 
of twenty-six to enlist in 1917.36 Tragically, Albert was one of the approximately 60,000 deaths 
suffered by the Canadian Expeditionary Force when fighting with the 90th Winnipeg Rifles part of the 
8th Battalion, Manitoba Regiment. He was killed in action on September 29, 1918, less than two 
months before the end of the war with his resting place located at the British cemetery in 
                                                          
32
 P. Child, Gods Sparrows, (London, 1937; reprint Toronto, 1987), p. 146. 
33
 G. Nasmith, Canada’s Sons and Great Britain in the World War, (Toronto, 1919), p. 82. 
34
 W. Philpott, Bloody Victory, p. 48. 
35
 J. H. Steele, ‘Foreword: A Family History’ in D. Facey-Crowther (Ed.), Lieutenant Owen William Steele of the 
Newfoundland Regiment: Diary and Letters, (Montreal, 2002), p. xviii. 
36
 McKane, Albert, Attestation paper, http://www.collectionscanada.gc.ca/databases/cef/001042-119.02-
e.php?image_url=http://data2.archives.ca/cef/gpc012/530854a.gif&id_nbr=139914 (Accessed 29/02/12). 
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Haynecourt.37 Statistically there is evidence that migrants in Canada in 1913 numbered some 
400,000; 150,000 of whom were British with a further 112,000 Continental Europeans. 38 F. W. Perry 
also noted that fewer than 30% of the volunteers gave their birthplace as Canada.39 G. W. 
Nicholson’s official history of the war also reveals that 65% of the 34,500 non-officer ranked initial 
volunteers came from the British-Isles.40 Therefore the potential of free travel back to their home 
nations or continent and away from the rising living costs experienced in Canada was a positive 
possibility generated by the war. The notion of migration and travel being a reason for men to enlist 
is likely to have influenced many Canadians especially those with strong ties to Britain and even 
some to France. It is also an aspect that has appeared many times in the remembrance of the war 
with numerous people following this migration pattern to the memorials and battlefields in Europe 
to feel some semblance of the experiences of the soldiers. 
 
Religion has played an important role throughout the many stages of the war, from the recruitment 
drives to the remembrance of the fallen. In Canada, a Christian nation, there was a certain amount 
of belief that the war was not only a just cause but also a duty tasked to them by God.  To many 
Canadians, the war symbolised a modern day crusade in which they were the Christian knights sent 
to vanquish the barbarian pagan Germans. Jonathan Vance has captured the emotions within 
religious institutions of the time in his work with a quote from the Presbyterian Record in October 
1914, ‘A war in defence of weakness against strength, a war for truth and plighted pledge, for 
freedom against oppression, is God’s war wherever waged’. In St. Mary’s Cathedral, Hamilton the 
parishioners were told that fighting in the war ‘was a duty of conscience, of religion.’41 In his own 
words Vance has commented that the men ‘became more than simply soldiers of the king; they 
were soldiers of Christ.’42 Reverend Charles Gordon of St. Stephen’s Church, Winnipeg, preached a 
similar mantra that ‘the gage of the German Kaiser and of his Prussian Junkerdom, [has been] hurled 
in the teeth of Christian civilization.’43 The support of the Christian church gave further 
encouragement for Canadians to enlist, creating not only an image of a just war but also of a 
                                                          
37
 Commonwealth War Graves Registers, First World War, Microform: 31830_B016626, McKane, A., p. 308-9, 
http://www.collectionscanada.gc.ca/microform-digitization/006003-119.01-
e.php?PHPSESSID=028f5r8mogpo7mf2v8hjq5qmo2&sqn=308&q2=27&q3=2212&tt=963 (Accessed 29/02/12). 
38
 G. Nasmith, Canada’s Sons and Great Britain in the World War, pp. 77-9. 
39
 F. W. Perry, The Commonwealth Armies: Manpower and Organisation in Two World Wars, p. 128. 
40
 Colonel G. W. Nicholson, Official History of the Canadian Army in the First World War: Canadian 
Expeditionary Force, 1914-1919, (1964), p. 213. http://www.cmp-cpm.forces.gc.ca/dhh-dhp/his/oh-ho/index-
eng.asp 
41
 J. Vance, Death So Noble, p. 35. 
42
 Ibid, p. 37. 
43
 Ibid, p. 37. 
S1128469  Benjamin McKane 
12 
 
religious conflict between the Christian allies and the pagan Germans. Religion is a subject that flows 
through the war, with spiritualism playing an important role for the men in the trenches and 
iconography such as the Crucified Canadian as a depiction of Christ sacrificing his life adding further 
fire to the encouragement to fight.44 Paul Fussell labelled the Crucified Canadian as ‘a popular 
legend’ that ‘could be conceived to represent the suffering of all’45. The fact that the majority of the 
men who enlisted were volunteers also adds an extra dimension to the religious aspect. It can be 
seen that dissimilar to the position of regular soldiers or conscripts who were employed or forced to 
fight, Canadian volunteers were willingly offering their lives to the cause. A symbolic gesture similar 
to Christ sacrificing his life for God’s people, the soldiers’ act was a potential sacrifice for the greater 
good of the world. 
 
The economy was a factor for Canadian civilians to enlist, as it had been a factor for the government 
to support its participation in the war. As with many other countries engaged in the conflict, the 
unemployed flocked to enlist in 1914 and 1915, before the situation was reversed with a manpower 
shortage and higher wages on offer throughout Canada.46 This may not have been the case 
everywhere in Canada as Medical Officer Captain Harold McGill found very few of the men he 
examined before enlisting were unemployed.47 It does nonetheless suggest a further similarity 
between the motives of many enlistees and the government to partake in the war to further their 
economic situations. 
 
It is interesting to note that against this notion of enthusiastic enlistment, French Canadian 
enlistment is considered to have been to a lesser level than that of their English-speaking Canadian 
counterparts. ‘Opposition to recruiting was particularly strong in Quebec’ and there was also a belief 
amongst English speaking Canada that ‘French-speaking enlistment… was poor.’48 This theory is 
enhanced by the fact that Sir Wilfred Laurier, ‘the leader of French Canada, had always kept free 
from anything that would necessitate the Dominion coming to the assistance of Great Britain in the 
case of war.’49 However Laurier’s supposed unwillingness to support the war is disputed by David 
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Stevenson who disagrees with this assertion, highlighting that he also offered his support to the war 
at its outbreak. Henri Bourassa was another leader in the French Canadian community and his initial 
backing of the war was quickly reversed as he ‘soon insisted that French Canada's real enemies were 
not Germans but "English-Canadian anglicisers, the Ontario intriguers, or Irish priests" who were 
busy ending French-language education in the English-speaking provinces.’50 Despite Laurier and 
Bourassa’s initial backing, evidence of French Canada’s discontent can be found when viewing the 
enlistment statistics of Quebec.51 Of the French-speaking population of 1.7 million, 7,000 
volunteered, in comparison to the English-speaking population of 400,000 with 22,000 enlisting.52 
There were voices calling for the creation of more units allowed to speak French, with Canadian 
military rules dictating the use of English with few such as Les Fusiliers Mont-Royal where speaking 
French was allowed in the barracks. This was partially answered with the creation of the 22nd 
(Canadien Francais) Battalion which earned some success at Courcelette in September 1916.53 
French-speaking Canadians did not feel as connected to their European heritage as their English-
speaking counterparts did and this was evident in their lack of desire to enlist. Despite this resistance 
on the part of some French Canadians, other Canadians enlisted in great numbers despite the many 
thousands of miles between the main theatre of the war and their homes. The strength of the 
expeditionary force continued to grow from the outset through to 1916 when it began to plateau 
slightly. In less than one month from the call of Britain for men, a desire for 20,000 had been met 
with 40,000 volunteers. The impassioned speeches for peace from men such as Goldwin Smith and 
Norman Angell were countered as ‘A great wave of patriotism passed over the country leaving 
hundreds of thousands of Canadian men wild to help in the crisis.’54 For numerous differing reasons 
Canadian civilians decided to join the cause; whether it was their desire to secure peace, to fight for 
civilization, to migrate either temporarily or permanently, in the defence of Canada or as a religious 
conflict they decided that going to war was the necessary step to take. Many of the motives of the 
individuals matched those of the authorities as it was also a sense of patriotism, in addition to the 
potential betterment of the economic and political situations of the nation that motivated the 
government to support the war to its conclusion. 
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Australia 
 
The Australian government, as Canada had done also, expressed its utmost loyalty to the British 
Empire when war was declared. Australia’s Prime Minister in August 1914, Joseph Cook stated that 
‘If the old country is at war, so are we’55. The Labour opposition leader and future Prime Minister 
Andrew Fisher declared that they would support Britain ‘to the last man and to the last shilling’56. 
The Australian authorities were in a similar position to their Canadian counterparts, unable to 
remain neutral if Britain went to war but able to dictate the extent of their contribution. Loyalty and 
a sense of duty were sentiments outwardly expressed by those in power in 1914 and used heavily in 
propaganda which encouraged civilians to enlist. Given that Cook, Fisher and many of Australia’s 
elite society were British born and that many Australians saw themselves as ‘Australasian Britons’57 
it is not at all surprising that the authorities felt a loyalty and obligation to strongly support their 
Motherland. Cook desired not to look weak in comparison to the other Dominions of the Empire and 
having been provided information that Canada had promised 30,000 men, he offered 20,000.58 
Australia also wanted to press forward in the minds of the British elite its worth to the Empire, 
especially given Australia’s historic concern over the nearby nation of Japan. Japan had grown as a 
Pacific power following its defeat of the Russian navy in 1905 which caused disquiet in Australia.59 
The fear of a defeated British Empire and the potential growing threat of the ‘Asian ‘yellow peril’’60 
of Japan added a further sense of necessity to the official reasons given to join the war effort, those 
of loyalty and duty felt to the British Empire and the defence of civilization. It is interesting to see 
how this relationship and sense of loyalty between Australia and Britain evolved in the course of and 
after the war with many positive and negative events that occurring during the four years of fighting. 
The initial relationship between the two nations depicted the willingness of British born leaders of 
Australia to support the Empire which helped to form part of the Australian memorialisation. Yet a 
certain amount of resentment felt towards their leadership developed during the war and over the 
interwar years. 
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It does not appear as though financial betterment was a motive for the Australian government to 
participate in the war, as can be deduced from Andrew Fisher’s predictions of the country’s annual 
deficit. He anticipated that the country would suffer economically from its participation in the war. 
The year ending June 1914 concluded with a deficit of £1.4 million, with Fisher predicting that the 
following year the country would lose just under ten times that amount while in actuality they faced 
a deficit of £17.8 million.61 Ernest Scott has also noted that Australian trade prices did not expand 
greatly during the war, dissimilar to the economic effect the war had on trade in Canada. Scott has 
commented on the fact ‘That Australia received any price at all was due to the willingness of the 
British Government to buy, and naturally the prices given were below-in some cases far below-those 
obtained by certain other sellers.’62 Therefore it is evident that financial gain was not a motive to 
drive Australian authorities to contribute to the war. Their official reasons for the large scale 
contribution that followed the declaration of the war were honour, duty and patriotism on a 
national and empirical scale. 
 
For Australians as with Canadians there were a multitude of reasons to enlist and they also shared 
similarities in the patterns of men desiring to join up. And yet there is the obvious difference that 
unlike in Canada, Australian attempts to implement conscription failed, therefore all of the men that 
participated were volunteers or employed members of the Australian Military Forces who were 
merged into the Imperial force. At the outbreak of war, enthusiasm appeared to grip the masses as 
the majority of ‘Australians hailed the start of hostilities with heady displays of patriotism and 
imperial loyalty.’63 They ‘were almost unanimous in their support for Britain’s entry into the war.’ 64 
This initial influx was followed with a further surge of willing volunteers after the landing at 
Gallipoli.65 However as with Canada, the prolonged fighting caused enlistment numbers to plateau. 
 
Philpott’s notion of using the war to gain passage to other territories is again one factor that 
motivated many Australians. James Bamford was one of these men, an Englishman by birth who had 
migrated to Australia and returned with the Australian Imperial Force.66 Peter Pedersen also 
provides the example of John Simpson Kirkpatrick a fellow Englishman who he states ‘grasped the 
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chance to go home.’67 There were over forty-four thousand men born in England that enlisted to 
serve Australia, with the whole of the United Kingdom and continental Europe providing over sixty 
thousand men for the Australian cause.68 There was evidently a strong ancestral connection 
between many of the volunteers and Europe, thus it could be argued that travel to formerly familiar 
surroundings would have played a part in convincing men to join the war. Travel may have also 
convinced many other Australian-born men to become ‘Diggers’ as they were known and to engage 
in the war. Much of the propaganda of the time portrayed it as an adventure and an opportunity to 
travel. Whether or not their emotions matched the perceived public enthusiasm for an adventure, it 
may have persuaded them to an extent. This would therefore seem to imply some similarity with the 
motives of Canadians for at least a portion of the volunteers who desired migration or travel to 
other territories. 
 
Similar again to the emotions felt in Canada, one of the over-riding reasons to enlist was honour; 
both the individual duty and the patriotism for their country. The concept of the war effort being a 
just cause and the patriotic defence of civilisation was a sentiment felt in both Dominions. For men 
such as Tom Usher, going to war was a necessary task, a moral obligation and he recalled that ‘You 
had to go’69. For Second Lieutenant John Raws it was also a necessary task he wrote, ‘There are 
some things worth more than life… the only hope for the salvation of the world is a speedy victory 
for the Allies’.70 
As with numerous Canadians’, many Australians interpreted the war as a chance to forge a national 
identity and to prove themselves to the British. The Sydney Morning Herald printed a highly patriotic 
article on August 6, 1914, writing that, 
‘It is our baptism of fire. Australia knows something of the flames of war, but its realities 
have never been brought so close as they will be in the near future, and the discipline will 
help us to find ourselves.’71 
For many Australians there was also the fact that they themselves were of British descent which 
created strong ties to the mother land. Cindy Dowling has commented on this issue that ‘While 
federation may have made Australia a ‘proper’ country, the reality was that in their hearts and 
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minds most citizens probably felt more British than Australian.’72 The Governor General Ronald 
Munro-Ferguson in a dispatch to Colonel Secretary L. V. Harcourt wrote that ‘I am struck by the 
observance of form here, as compared with Canada. Australia is certainly extremely English and 
extremely loyal in a quiet undemonstrative way.’73 In this sense we can therefore see a patriotic 
sentiment not only to the country of Australia but also to the British Empire in the form of a ‘genuine 
desire to help the motherland’74. Adding to the patriotic desire for men to join the war was the 
possibility of the future attacks on Australia by the German fleet and potentially Japan if they 
changed sides. Therefore reflections of Nasmith’s belief that Canada would be the next to fall could 
also be seen in Australia at the beginning of the war. Neville Meaney has written that ‘Australians 
recognised that their own survival was bound up with that of Britain and the Empire.’75 This is an 
idea replicated in the film Gallipoli demonstrating the impact of public perspective before the war 
during the memorialisation, with Archy Hamilton saying that if ‘We don't stop them there, they 
could end up here.’76 The events at Gallipoli itself and the casualty lists that returned home also 
stimulated thoughts of heroism and patriotism helping to increase recruitment.77 Patriotism and 
honour in many forms, loyalty to the Empire, protecting Australia’s future, helping to create a 
national identity and a moral obligation were some of the motives behind enlistment to the 
Australian war effort. And as with Canada, the notions of patriotism and of the war being a just 
cause are aspects that form a strong basis of the memorialisation process. 
 
Religious institutions in Australia also gave their backing to the war and gave confidence to men 
contemplating becoming ‘Diggers’ that it was the right thing to do. The leaders of several Christian 
denominations, on hearing the news of war gave sermons backing the country’s administration in 
supporting Britain and urged men to enlist. The Australian Christian Commonwealth stressed to its 
readers the morality of the allied war effort, supported by the Methodist General Conference.78 The 
Church of England in Australia, rather unsurprisingly, gave its backing to the justness of the war 
effort, while some Catholic ministers did likewise. As stated previously with the motives of the 
majority of Canadians, the fact that all of the Australians who enlisted elected to pursue involvement 
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in the war as volunteers meant that their enlistment and the knowledge of the perils that potentially 
awaited them took on the symbolism of Christ willingly sacrificing his life for the betterment of the 
world. 
 
The Sydney Morning Herald also provides an interesting insight into one of the potential motives of 
the volunteers, financial gain. It believed that half of the approximately 5500 unemployed in Sydney 
signed up for the war.79 Pedersen agreed writing of the Australian volunteer that finance could have 
been an incentive as he became ‘the war’s best-paid soldier.’80 Murray Aitken, an Australian 
accountant commented that they were ‘men who’ve never been better dressed nor earned so much 
money before in their life’.81 While not a factor that will have spent as much time as others being 
considered during the remembrance of the war, it was an important motive for many men, and one 
that would also have influenced many other volunteers in each participant country. It also adds 
some doubts to the general consensus that the men went to war for the noble cause and to do a 
patriotic duty. 
 
Australians, as with Canadians went to war for many varied reasons and for some it was for a 
combination of the reasons highlighted in this section. For many of the individual civilians that 
enlisted their reasoning for going to war echoed the official explanations presented by the Australian 
and Canadian governments of loyalty to the British and the sentiments of duty and honour. For F. E. 
Westbrook, a farm hand from Melbourne who fought at Gallipoli, the reasons were not always clear 
and his poem ‘Why?’ highlights the many potential motives and concludes ‘Though I’ll never know 
rightly what takes me to war.’82 Many of the motives can be seen to be similar between the two 
Dominion nations, as A. J. P. Taylor wrote of both of these Dominions that they ‘made great 
voluntary efforts for the common cause.’83 What is evident is that it is not only the events of the war 
or a stereotyped view of the national psyche in Australia or Canada but also the reasons why men 
enlisted that have helped to shape the memory of each individual which in turn generated the 
collective memories of the two countries’ war efforts following the Armistice in 1918. It was at the 
time of enlistment that the people of each nation began to unite together to fight for a common 
goal and began to create the collective memories that would live on through the war and 
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throughout the 1920’s and 1930’s. The majority of the motives have been greatly reflected in the 
remembrance of the conflict during the inter-war years with religion, national identity and 
patriotism demonstrated to a large extent. Travel was also a factor which motivated men to war and 
was again reflected in the commemoration with those that could afford it, travelling to the 
battlefields and European cemeteries. The justness of the war and the feeling that it was the 
people’s duty were key factors in the enlistment period that would become pivotal to the 
memorialisation of the war as the revisionist and pacifist movements debated the war’s necessity. 
  
S1128469  Benjamin McKane 
20 
 
2) ‘In Flanders fields’84 
 
The collective memory of the First World War formed from its conclusion up until the late 1930’s 
was not only shaped by the outcome of the war and the unprecedented statistics of enlistment and 
casualties. It was instead created from a collation of factors including the motives for men to go to 
war and the contribution of the men during the four years of fighting in addition to its outcome. Key 
events during the four years of war became imbedded in national memory, with a large number of 
monuments built dedicated to specific significant battles and a stream of mourners and dignitaries 
paying their respects at home in Australia and Canada, and in continental Europe. The Western Front 
was the central battleground of the war, with both of the Dominions playing an important role in the 
conflicts that took place along the ever-changing yet often static front line. For Canadians, locations 
such as Vimy Ridge and Passchendaele had never been heard of before at their home front but have 
since become of national importance and are remembered decades later. While in Australia the 
Battles of Messines and of Menin Road became significant figure heads in the memory of their war 
effort at the Western Front. It is important in terms of answering the main question regarding the 
remembrance of the war to understand both the quantitative and qualitative contributions and why 
these battles have become so significant to the respective Dominions. 
 
 
Canada 
 
Canadians enlisted for many varied reasons but in the aftermath of the war it has been their 
contribution to the allied effort that has garnered the greater interest and has held high significance 
in shaping the collective memory. It is unsurprising that this has occurred given that the war effort 
helped to create Canada’s national identity and an immense amount of pride was felt from the 
Canadian accomplishments at the Western Front. As Andrew Godefroy has stated, ‘the title CEF was 
then, and remains, synonymous with Canada’s greatest military achievements.’85 As with the many 
other participants of the war, the Canadians experienced successes and failures however they have 
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been perceived to be one of the war’s most effective fighting forces. Gordon Corrigan has stated 
that the Canadian forces ‘were well led and highly motivated, and by 1918 they were almost the 
shock troops of the BEF.’86 Furthermore the Great War utilised unprecedented numbers of enlisted 
Canadian men and women and it was the first time that Canadian forces fought as a separate unit 
under the lead of a Canadian commander.  
In 1914, the total population of Canada stood at approximately 7.6 million people, of which just 
fewer than 10% would enlist to help the allied cause. Prior to the outbreak of the war Canada’s 
regular army was very small in size, totalling around only 3,000 men in 1914.87 The militia was a 
great deal larger and between 1903 and 1913 the number of men receiving annual training had 
grown to 55,000 combined with improvements made to the standard of the training and the group’s 
organisation.88 With many of the men of the militia among the first to volunteer for Canada, the CEF 
was not a group of unprepared men. This has led some such as Godefroy to suggest that ‘the CEF 
was a far more professional force in 1914 than it has previously been given credit for.’89 The initial 
group of volunteers emerged as a body of 31,000 men, to travel to England for training and then on 
to the Western Front in February 1915, inspiring many at the home front to join the cause and 
become one of the 628,462 men and women who served their country during the four year period.90 
Of the six hundred thousand total enlistees 400,000 of these men were sent to the Western Front.91 
The vast majority of whom were volunteers with conscription causing great debate and opposition in 
1917 and 1918 meaning that only 24,132 conscripts served in France during the war.92 In comparison 
to the other Dominions of the British Empire, the contribution of the Canadian Expeditionary Force 
in quantitative terms was behind only India’s total number of mobilized personnel; it was also in a 
similar position in regards to the casualty statistics from the war as well. Of the 628,462 who 
enlisted, ‘60,661 returned no more.’93 In addition to the deaths of approximately 10% of the enlisted 
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personnel, a further 154,361 men and women were left wounded and scarred from their 
contribution to the war effort.94 
The statistics available concerning the discipline of the Canadian soldiers during the war also reveal 
that their effort was not tarnished by poor standards of self-control unlike the Australians ‘whose 
superb fighting record were counterbalanced by appalling discipline.’95 The Library and Archives 
Canada reveal that there were 11,878 cases of Canadians facing a court-martial during the war with 
several repeat offenders.96 Of the men court-martialled twenty-five members were executed due to 
their offences with less than 300 Canadians serving sentences in military prisons in December 
1918.97 The high levels of discipline and morale within the Canadian army was a source of pride 
during the remembrance of the war as it supported the belief held by many that they were effective, 
fighting with honour and represented their nation well. 
Canada was not only the source of a large amount of man power but also contributed a significant 
quantity of horses and mules, vitally important for the cavalry as well as the movement of artillery 
and supplies. Combined with the United States, the two nations sent 428,608 horses and 275,097 
mules to England.98 The grand scale of the war and the involvement of such a large proportion of the 
countries able-bodied men and women, combined with the high casualty rates made the First World 
War unforgettable to Canadians for decades following its conclusion. These statistics can be used to 
portray both the positive and negative aspects that are remembered of the war; the large number of 
enlistees and the low levels of indiscipline demonstrate the willingness to fight and the notions of 
patriotism. However in contrast the large casualty numbers can be viewed as highlighting the futility 
of the war and of course the loss and suffering it caused to many. 
 
The statistics and figures play one part in assessing the contribution of the Canadian forces to the 
allied war effort. In addition to this, their skill and effectiveness on the battlefield added greatly to 
the memorialisation of the war at the home front with some battles gaining vast importance with 
the authorities and the general public. The Canadian Expeditionary Force encountered its first major 
involvement in the Great War at the Second Battle of Ypres in April 1915. The Canadian soldiers, ‘the 
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first of the imperial divisions to reach the Western Front’99, were positioned on the salient, 
supposedly as a quiet area where they could ‘learn about trench warfare and adapt to life on the 
Western Front’100. It was here on April 22nd that the Germans first used poisonous chlorine gas to 
attack the allied trenches. The attack caused thousands of Algerian soldiers from the French 45th 
Algerian Division to retreat from their positions, leaving a large and vacant expanse of around 8,000 
yards of the allied front line defences on the Canadian flank unoccupied.101 Despite the threat of the 
previously unseen chlorine gas, the Canadian line held firm providing enough time for 
reinforcements to re-man the previously defenceless trenches.102 Over the following two days the 
Canadians counter-attacked the advances made by the Germans and despite losing just under 1,000 
men ‘the enemy’s advance had been stopped, and at a cost justifiable.’103 The 24th April 1915 was an 
important day for Canada’s participation in the war as the actions of Lieutenant Edward Bellew, 
Machine Gun Officer of the 7th Battalion, made him the first recipient of the Victoria Cross from the 
CEF.104 At the start of May after several more counter-attacks from both sides the Canadian Division 
was relieved having suffered losses of around 6,000 men.105 Colonel Nicholson offers a good 
explanation as to the effects that the Second Battle of Ypres had on the Canadian soldiers. He wrote 
that, 
‘Against these losses must be set the immense gain in stature which their achievements had 
brought the Canadians. Henceforth their morale would be high, for they had proved 
themselves more than a match for the enemy and not less than equal of their Allied 
comrades in arms. In their first major operation of the war Canadian soldiers had acquired 
an indomitable confidence which was to carry them irresistibly forward in the battles which 
lay ahead.’106 
It also provides an insight into the perceptions of Canadians in regards to the efforts of their soldiers 
that would have been transmitted to the home front. The notion of patriotism and pride can clearly 
be distinguished from Nicholson’s quote and are both sentiments that inspired men to enlist and 
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later motivated the men in the trenches, furthermore they continued to be significant sentiments 
present in the memorialisation in Canada. 
 
In comparison to the British, the Somme holds far less significance for Canadians; however it was 
once again an opportunity for them to demonstrate their remarkable ability in the field. Involved 
heavily in the fighting around the village of Courcelette the Canadians achieved a great deal of 
success in the Battle of the Somme but against a heavy cost. With the aid of Britain’s new tanks, the 
2nd Canadian Division were able to fulfil their initial objectives for the 15th September, 1916 by 
‘establishing a defensive flank west of Martinpuich’ and as the opportunity arose they continued on 
into Courcelette where they fought ferociously and ‘quickly prevailed’.107 Canada had suffered a 
total of 24,029 casualties as a result of the Somme campaign but again its reputation had been 
enlarged.108 
 
In April 1917, the Canadian Corps spearheaded the ‘stunning seizure of the Vimy Ridge’109 an 
objective that John Keegan has referred to as ‘the first major offensive effort by a Dominion 
contingent on the Western Front.’110 Unlike the French who had fought for several months in the 
vicinity of Vimy Ridge in 1915 and had suffered casualties of close to 150,000 men with little success 
to justify the cost, the Canadians were able to occupy the ridge within 5 days of fighting from April 
9th-14th.111 The Canadians not only took Vimy Ridge but also captured 4,000 prisoners and a 
collection of discarded arms with casualties for these five days numbering 10,602; 3,598 of them 
fatalities.112 The Battle of Vimy Ridge, despite not being the largest or causing the most casualties, is 
at the forefront of Canadian remembrance of the war, demonstrated dramatically by the immense 
war memorial built at the battle site. The primary reason for its significance is the success on the 
field of battle. The Canadian forces were able to defeat a very strongly held German position and as 
Colonel Nicholson has stated ‘The operations had resulted in the capture of more ground, more 
prisoners and more guns than any previous British offensive on the Western Front.’113 Another 
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reason why it has gained such importance, in addition to the success on the battlefield, is the 
amalgamation of the Canadian divisions to fight as one Corps. F. W. Perry has written that it 
appeared ‘to mark the emergence of the Canadian Army as a separate entity.’114 Nicolson is in 
agreement, writing that, 
 
‘For Canada the battle had great national significance. It demonstrated how powerful and 
efficient a weapon the Canadian Corps had become. For the first time the four Canadian 
divisions had attacked together. Their battalions were manned by soldiers from every part of 
Canada fighting shoulder to shoulder. No other operation of the First World War was to be 
remembered by Canadians with such pride-the pride of achievement through united and 
dedicated effort.’115 
 
The battle added further weight to the notion of the effectiveness and dependability of the Canadian 
army and showed their ability to succeed in offensive efforts and not only defensive battles as seen 
at Ypres in 1915. The effort made by the Canadian Corps was one that people at the home front 
could feel immensely proud of and reinvigorated the patriotic sentiment. The public utilised the 
battle to promote their beliefs of the war, with the majority highlighting the sacrifice of the lost 
soldiers for the victory and glory of the Canadian nation and the allied cause. Alfred Gordon’s poem 
‘Vimy Ridge’ highlights the patriotic sentiments that the success at Vimy Ridge provoked within 
Canadians. He wrote that ‘in thy streets let flags and banners fly! / To drums and bugles let the 
people march / While Vimy Ridge is shouted to the sky! … henceforth we shall lift a higher head / 
Because of Vimy and its glorious dead!’116 
 
 
Passchendaele was the next major battle where the Canadian Corps played an important role. In 
some respects the fighting at Passchendaele has been remembered in a contrasting fashion to Vimy 
Ridge with the line attributed to Lieutenant-General Sir Lancelot Kiggell ‘Good God, did we really 
send men to fight in that?’ demonstrating the darker aspects of war despite another successful allied 
advance.117 The contribution of the Canadian soldiers again exemplified their patriotic spirit during a 
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battle which has been described as ‘the Somme’s main rival for bloodiness and battlefield horror.’118 
Despite General Sir Arthur Currie, the commander of the Canadian forces, desiring not to lose any 
more of his men on the Ypres Salient he complied with General Sir Douglas Haig’s orders to advance 
his men to the front line at the Second Battle of Passchendaele. The battle commenced on October 
26th 1917, with a final attack made on the 10th November ensuring the objectives had been 
achieved and the line was stable. During the battle, 15,634 men of the Canadian Corps had been 
killed or wounded for an objective that John Keegan stated ‘defies explanation’119. The Canadian 
contribution and effectiveness at Passchendaele would appear no less than was made at Vimy but a 
greater sacrifice was made for a smaller advancement making it appear to some that ‘the name 
Passchendaele was an objective in itself’120. Much has been made of the atrocious weather at 
Passchendaele and the heavy losses suffered. Combined together, they presented an alternative 
depiction of the war to Canadians at the home front and for future Canadians to remember the war 
by. 
 
Canadian forces continued to see action through the Hundred Days Offensive at the close of the war 
in a series of battles along the Western Front at locations such as Cambrai, Amiens and Mons. The 
Canadian divisions fought until the very end of the war and were utilised again by Haig as a highly 
effective ‘strike formation’121. Their commitment right up until the Armistice is demonstrated by the 
memorial plaque erected in Mons’ city hall praising the recapturing of the city by the Canadian Corps 
and proclaiming that it was there that the final shots of the war were fired.122 A Canadian soldier is 
also believed to have been the final casualty on the Western Front. George Lawrence Price was shot 
at 10.58am, two minutes prior to the Armistice.123 Casualties were heavy during the final offensive 
but the Hundred Days Offensive embodied the characteristics shown by the Canadian forces 
throughout their participation in the war as committed to the war effort and as the ‘shock troops’, 
one of the most effective active forces. They provided an important contribution to the allied war 
effort and were not thought of or remembered as men solely there to plug the gaps on the front 
line. Soldiers of the CEF forged a reputation of skilled fighters and helped to promote the value and 
worth of their nation. Their success on the Western Front generated a great deal of patriotic pride at 
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the home front and embedded notions of heroism and honour into the collective memory that 
would be recounted following the conclusion of the war. 
 
 
Australia 
 
Australia’s contribution to the war was split over several different geographical locations, with the 
main body of Australian soldiers firstly sent to the Middle East before the decision was made to send 
infantry troops to the Western Front in March 1916. Though most Australians remembering the war 
may consider that the key events in their national history took place in the Middle East, the 
Australian contribution to the fighting at the Western Front was hugely significant. A substantial 
proportion of the soldiers enlisted by Australia were utilised on the Western Front, shown by the 
statistic that at the end of the war over 150,000 Australian soldiers were to be found in England or 
France.124 It was on the fields of France and Belgium that they were involved in many of the war’s 
notable battles such as the Somme and Messines. It has been observed by some historians that it is 
problematic to obtain figures regarding the strength of the AIF however according to F. W. Perry, of 
a total male population of approximately 2.3 million, 416,809 men enlisted for Australia.125 The 
Australian War Memorial organisation believes that 38.7% of men of fighting age, aged 18-44 fought 
for Australia during the Great War.126 The first batch of Australian troops to travel to the Western 
Front numbered some 40,000 in April 1916, and by July there were 90,000 stationed in France with a 
further 90,000 in England.127 The number of men and women contributed by the Dominion of 
Australia was less than that of India and Canada however the casualty rate was very high. 58,961 
men did not return from the war with a further 166,811 wounded. In addition to these statistics, a 
further 91,963 suffered from sickness, were taken prisoner or went missing which meant that 
Australia had a 65% casualty rate proportionate to total embarkations; one of the highest of the 
war.128 This high casualty rate in comparison to the far smaller proportionate rate of Canada may 
have provoked different sentiments to be felt towards the war in the two countries and in turn could 
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have affected the manner in which the war has been remembered. While many of the soldiers 
would have felt similar to Private Athol Dunlop that they were ‘proud of being an Australian’129 the 
high numbers on the butcher’s bill being sent back home to the masses would have caused disbelief 
and grief at the loss and wounding of so many men. 
In addition to the level of casualties in comparison to the Canadians, the Australians were also 
tarnished with a popular belief that their attitude was too casual and that they lacked discipline. An 
American soldier of the Great War, Private Charles D. Ebersole, commented that they were ‘very 
good’ though ‘somewhat undisciplined’130. 113 Australian soldiers were sentenced with the death 
penalty, the vast majority for desertion. Though as the Australian government had the power to 
confirm or alter the sentence, no Australian soldiers were ever executed.131 The more casual and less 
disciplined attitude resulted in nine out of every thousand Australian soldiers on the Western Front 
being in prison in March 1918, and by December 1918 there were 811 Australian soldiers held in 
military prisons compared to less than 300 Canadians.132 Gordon Corrigan has also commented on 
the discipline of Australian soldiers that ‘when they were out of the line drunkenness, fighting and 
theft were rife.’133 The perceived differing attitudes of the Australian soldiers may have caused a 
certain amount of resentment to the stuffy, old fashioned approach of the British, which in public 
opinion would have been enlarged and sustained by the disastrous events at Gallipoli. The key 
statistics of Australia’s participation in the First World War regarding enlistment, casualties and 
discipline differ greatly to those of Canada. One would perceive that this could generate a differing 
stance towards the war held by the two country’s general public. 
 
The bulk of the Australian forces stationed on the Western Front witnessed their first major conflict 
in Europe at the Battle of the Somme. Unlike the Canadians, for Australian’s the Somme is one of the 
most significant battles in which they fought during the Great War; however it is still not 
remembered to the same extent as in Great Britain. Potentially this is as a result of the battles in 
other areas of the globe. Australians fortunately did not fight on the first day of the battle however 
they were called into action fighting in the areas around the towns of Fromelles and Pozieres. Similar 
again to the Canadian effort at the Somme, Australia achieved a degree of success but at a heavy 
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cost, suffering casualties of around 23,000 men over a forty-five day period of fighting.134 The Battle 
of Fromelles has been highlighted as one of Australia’s darkest days or nights on the Western Front, 
on 19 July 1916 the 5th Australian Division attacked a strongly held German position at night time 
and failed in its objectives. The 5th Division suffered 5,522 killed and wounded casualties in what has 
been termed by some as ‘Australia’s blackest night’.135 Ross McMullin wrote that ‘The worst 24 
hours in Australian history occurred 90 years ago at Fromelles. Not the worst in Australian military 
history, the worst 24 hours in Australia's entire history.’136 
Charles Bean wrote of the fighting on the Somme that it marked ‘a site more densely sown with 
Australian sacrifice than any other place on earth.’137  Bean also draws an interesting comparison 
between the achievements of the two Dominions, Australia and Canada, at the Battle of the Somme, 
writing in his diary that ‘The Canadians have certainly done very well – got more prisoners than we 
and advanced much further’138. Australia had achieved less on the battlefield at the Somme than 
their Canadian counterparts but had suffered a similar level of casualties. They had also lost the 
Battle of Fromelles in a catastrophic manner which has been recalled as one of the worst events in 
Australian military history. They provided a significant amount of men to fight who did not lack in 
courage and conviction but results were not as forthcoming for the Australian ‘Diggers’ as with their 
Canadian counterparts. 
 
The Battle of Messines was Australia’s first large-scale involvement in Belgium and required its men 
to not only play an active and important role on the battlefield but also underground. Mining had 
been used a great deal previously in the war, in 1916 the British had exploded 750 mines and the 
Germans 696, but to conquer the man-made mound of Hill 60 which ‘held the key to the entire 
Messines Ridge’ mining on a larger scale was required.139 Canadian tunnellers had been working on 
the mining system under the iconic Hill 60 at Messines for seven months before being relieved in 
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November, 1916 by the 1st Australian Tunnelling Company. The Australian tunnellers maintained and 
improved the galleries holding the large amounts of explosives from November until June 1917; a 
difficult task considering the Canadians had been forced to dig down to a water-bearing level to 
avoid quicksand.140 Following three weeks of bombardment of the German trenches which used 
three and a half million shells, the one million pounds worth of explosives buried beneath the 
German lines were exploded at 3.10 am on 7th June.141 T.W. Edgeworth David, an Australian 
geologist heavily involved in the planning and application of the mining system at Messines, wrote 
that ‘nineteen German strongholds had been demolished in the twinkling of an eye’142 with Leon 
Wolff describing it as ‘The greatest series of simultaneous explosions in history’143. 
Following the explosion, allied lines including the 3rd Australian Division moved forward just south of 
the village of Messines in a ‘spirited yet controlled advance in precise accordance with the plan’.144 
The allied troops found the German trenches decimated with disorientated and shocked soldiers 
‘unable to offer resistance’145 which resulted in around 7,000 German soldiers being captured as 
prisoners of war.146 The 4th Australian Division was involved in attacks later that day to ensure that 
the battle was won primarily from the success of the first day’s operations. The 3rd Australian 
Division lost 112 officers and 4,010 men of other ranks while the 4th Division suffered losses of 108 
officers and 2,569 others totalling 6,799 men.147 The Battle of Messines provides an example of the 
skill and spirit of the Australian forces stationed on the Western Front both above and below 
ground. A great deal of credit must be given to the men of the 1st Australian Tunnelling Company 
who managed to maintain and continue the work of the Canadian tunnellers at Messines and to 
keep their work largely undiscovered. The tunnellers were involved heavily in the successful 
operation and their efforts synchronised with those of the British Royal Engineers completely altered 
the landscape of the battlefield around Messines. The explosions killed several thousand German 
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soldiers paving the way for a successful advance which involved further Australian divisions moving 
forward in tandem with their colleagues from New Zealand and Great Britain. 
 
Australian forces were also called upon to fight at the Third Battle of Ypres with the 1st and 2nd 
Australian Divisions involved at the Battle of Menin Road from 20th-25th September 1917. These two 
divisions were to suffer 5,013 casualties from their participation in the five days of fighting.148 
Despite the casualties the Australian divisions working alongside four British divisions were able to 
achieve ‘considerable success’149 though as Peter Pedersen wrote ‘the success was not cheap.’150 The 
Australian 4th and 5th Divisions relieved the 1st and 2nd and moved on from the Menin Road to 
attempt to capture Polygon Wood on September 26, where they suffered around a third of the 
15,000 British casualties in another successful attack.151 From the successful capturing of Polygon 
Wood the Australian forces replenished with the freshly rested 1st and 2nd Divisions turned 
northwards through Broodseinde with a battle fought there on October 4th. In an interesting 
comparison to the Battle of Fromelles, the German Official History referred to the fighting at 
Broodseinde as ‘The black day of October 4th’.152 Bean also draws the comparison between the 
Somme and the early success of the Third Battle of Ypres writing that, ‘These clean victories on 
comparatively wide fronts were in sharp contrast with the uneven successes of the First Somme.’153 
The successes at the Menin Road, Polygon Wood and Broodseinde were followed by the failures at 
Poelcappelle, described as a ‘disastrous day’154 of fighting and the Battle of Passchendaele. One 
Australian doctor is reported to have commented of Passchendaele that ‘Our dead lay everywhere, 
it was the worst slaughter I have ever seen’155. Peter Pedersen’s analysis of Passchendaele helps to 
better understand the loss in comparison to other battles of the Great War. In his analysis he uses 
the Australian 3rd Division who lost 3000 men at Passchendaele as his focus; he wrote that 
‘Comparing the casualties to the ground gained, Messines and Broodseinde both cost the division 
less than one man per yard. Passchendaele cost it over 35 men per yard.’156 Bean perceived in 
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October 1917 that Passchendaele had become an obsession with Haig, stating his belief that it may 
have become ‘a fixed necessity’157. The Third Battle of Ypres for Australians had contained some 
successes but also some disastrous failures and in the eight weeks of fighting from the Battle of 
Menin Road to First Battle of Passchendaele the AIF had experienced 38,000 casualties. Similar to 
the Canadian contribution, the Australians at Ypres had largely been used effectively ‘as shock 
troops’ and had experienced considerable success as a result of this tactic, however Passchendaele 
soured the memory of the Third Battle of Ypres as they suffered greatly losing approximately 7,300 
men per division.158 
 
Australian troops carried on fighting in conflicts during 1918 with the German Spring Offensive and 
then the Hundred Days Offensive and achieved further victories that confirmed the Australian Corps 
as ‘an elite of the British Army’159. However it was during 1916 and 1917 that they were involved in 
the larger scale battles and made their most memorable contributions on the Western Front. 
Australia’s involvement on the Western Front is often overshadowed by the events at Gallipoli and 
in the Middle East, a fact demonstrated by the remembrance of ANZAC day on 25th April marking the 
landing at Gallipoli. Nevertheless they had a significant impact on the outcome of the war and were 
highly effective when utilised as ‘shock troops’ and also in the underground battle of tunnels and 
mining. Every participant nation in the war experienced successes and failures; when reviewing 
Australia’s impact in Europe one cannot overlook the largest proportionate casualty figures of the 
war. Despite the positives such as the battles at Messines, Menin Road and in the victorious 
conclusion to the war in 1918, what stands out most is the large number of casualties suffered by 
the AIF with heavy losses felt at the Somme, in particular at Fromelles, as well as during the Third 
Battle of Ypres at Poelcappelle and Passchendaele. The ‘Diggers’ were tough men and had fought 
proudly for their nation demonstrating their worth to the empire. As with the Canadian’s their war 
effort had helped to form a stronger national identity and to prove that they should be considered 
as equals to the British. It had instilled a great deal of national pride and confidence in themselves 
and the potential future ability to emerge from under the control of their British counterparts. In 
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addition, the impact made by both Australia and Canada had ‘won the right for their governments to 
be represented at the peace conference’160 of Versailles in 1919. 
 
The contributions made by both the Dominions of Australia and Canada are significant when 
contemplating the remembrance of the war, and the differing stages through which the collective 
memory evolved. The differing levels of casualties and success on the battlefields as well as the 
expertise and national independence that had been demonstrated created the potential for differing 
opinions and memories of events to be produced within the two nations. While there were many 
similarities there were also some rather large differences such as the casualty ratios and the stigma 
of Australian indiscipline which would have altered the manner in which the war has been 
remembered. Each participant nation of the First World War places significance on the memory of 
one certain battle dependent on each country. For Britain it is the Battle of the Somme, whilst the 
French passionately recall the happenings at Verdun. When one recalls the most important battle of 
the war on the fields of Europe for Canada it is a positive memory the victory at Vimy Ridge, while 
for Australia it is often the defeat and losses at Fromelles. From this information one could then 
hypothesise that Canada’s memorialisation would be markedly different to Australia’s after the 
initial periods of rejoicing at the returned soldiers and the sombre reflection of lost friends and 
family. 
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3) ‘Asleep with honour I leave you now’161 
 
The Armistice was declared on November 11 1918 and was met with a mixture of emotions. The 
victory for the allied armies caused scenes of celebration but for many the overriding emotion was 
one of relief that the war had finally come to a conclusion. The Armistice signalled the end of the 
war and from the 11th November the remembrance of the war as an event, and not only the 
personal remembrance of lost individuals, began. The memorialisation of the Great War was 
displayed in many manners during the interwar period, some of which represented not only 
personal sentiments towards the remembrance of the war but in the majority of cases a collective 
memory. The mediums of the memorialisation were varied and all portrayed certain impressions of 
the conflict which in turn had an impact on the public perspective towards the war. The Great War 
was remembered in customs such as Remembrance Day events, the erection of war memorials, 
preserving and visiting the battlefields and the creation of work by war authors and poets. 
Remembrance Day events and religious services held great meaning to the former belligerents, for 
some such as Australia and New Zealand there was also a separate national day created, in their 
case ANZAC day. In the majority of countries the inability to repatriate the bodies of the fallen 
soldiers meant that a vast number of memorials had to be erected for mourners in their respective 
countries to have a fixed place to grieve for the dead. Other iconic symbols of the war also came to 
prominence in the memory of members of the general public. The poppy, which inspired John 
McCrae to write the poem In Flanders Fields, was first introduced in 1921 and has been a symbol of 
the remembrance to this day.162 McCrae’s work itself is a further example of ways in which the war 
has been remembered. Through the recital of his poem at remembrance services or from general 
sales of his work his ideas have instilled certain sentiments within collective memories of the war. 
Despite being a patriotic and inspiring poem urging men to fulfil their duty, the symbolism of the 
poppy as the blood spilt on the battlefield and his own death towards the end of the war have made 
it both a poem for those who perceived the war as a necessary duty and those that perceived it as a 
futile loss of life. 
 
The announcements made throughout the world of the end of the war were met with scenes of joy; 
however there were many who were also grieving the loss of family members or friends. A good 
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example of this conflict of emotions, relief, grief and joy, can be found in the British paper Daily 
News on November 12, 1918. The headline on the front page read ‘VICTORY AND PEACE’ 
emphasising the relief of the war finally ending with the following few pages used to comment on 
the events of the war, the losses suffered and the peace agreement. On page 5 is written the title 
‘HOW THE COUNTRY REJOICED’ with a subtitle of ‘Stirring Scenes of Joy in the London Streets’.163 
Similar emotions were felt around the world as The Argus ,distributed in Melbourne on November 
13, 1918 contained articles regarding the terms of the Armistice followed by tales of the celebrations 
which lasted for many days as ‘None of the “edge” appeared to have been taken off the enthusiasm 
of the people by the excitement of the previous evening.’164 Following the initial outbreak of 
celebration at the news of the end of the war the memorialisation went through phases in which the 
public perspective towards the four years of fighting altered in some manners. When looking at 
Great Britain as a template of the collective memory towards the war, one can see definitive stages 
within which new ideas and concepts, regarding the necessity of the fighting and the leadership of 
the officers and politicians, question the initially adopted approach. 
 
In Britain following the initial period of celebration there was a silence in which people did not want 
to burden others with their views on the war. And despite some disillusionment felt towards the war 
in its immediate aftermath, this opinion was not aired publicly out of respect for all those grieving. 
There was a popular desire not to mention the obvious, that the war had had a great impact on the 
country. Osbert Sitwell, an English writer, commented that it was ‘Very bad form/To mention the 
war’ in the period following its conclusion while H. M. Tomlinson, a fellow English writer, made the 
same point stating that ‘for ten years there had been a hushed taboo on the expression of war-
feeling’.165 Thus while many attended remembrance services and symbols such as the poppy were 
incorporated into the remembrance, there was a downturn in publications of books and poems that 
primarily focused on the war at the start of the 1920’s. 
The primary sentiment of the public was remembrance and this was achieved in a sombre and 
serious fashion. The notion of collective remembrance and bereavement as a community and as a 
nation can be better understood when reviewing the processes that led to the creation of war 
memorials. In many communities, the memorials were not only funded by the authorities or 
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societies but also by the local residents. Catherine Moriarty, a historian specialising in the research 
of monuments of the Great War, used Ripple in Kent as a case study and found that many members 
of the local community provided funds for a commemorative cross to be erected. Though most were 
not able to pay any more than two pounds, their contribution demonstrates the coming together of 
communities in the aftermath of the war.166 Many of the memorials founded in Britain were kept 
traditional with the iconography used representing the various regimental groups or core values 
such as religion and peace. Some of the main national memorials, such as the Cenotaph in London 
and also institutions such as the Imperial War Museum, were used to further political agendas 
according to the beliefs of the social historian George Mosse.167 These memorials were used to 
create a united and patriotic perspective towards the war and to maintain the pre-war sentiments of 
justice and duty. The Cenotaph was used as a national memorial and a place for people to gather to 
remember the fallen, but it displays no iconography of the soldiers or of the war bar two carved 
wreaths.  This distanced the members of the public from the sometimes horrific and tragic 
actualities of the war. In regards to the Imperial War Museum, it was utilised by the government to 
portray their notions of the events of the war and how it should be remembered as a worthwhile 
cause. In stark contrast, the Anti-War Museum in Berlin created by Ernst Friedrich displayed 
‘everything the patriotic collections omitted.’168 Jay Winter, a modern historian who was written 
extensively on the commemoration of World War One through memorials, commented on the 
exhibitions and information available to the public in Britain that ‘propaganda did not dwell on the 
sadder facets of the war: the maimed, the deformed, the dead, the widows, the orphans and the 
bereaved.’169  
The period of recollection and bereavement continued through the 1920’s but it continued with a 
growing sense of disillusionment and futility represented by former soldiers of the frontline. 
Patriotic stories and poems of the war which had been popular from 1914-1918 became far less so 
as the public desired not to relive the traumatic events of the war. Poets and authors such as 
Siegfried Sassoon, Wilfred Owen and Robert Graves all had work published in the 1920’s and 1930’s 
that represented a differing image of the war that had been unspoken of publically, an image that 
remains prevalent and widespread to this very day. Sassoon’s Sherston’s Progress and Memoirs of an 
Infantry Officer as well as Graves’ Good-bye to All That highlighted the futility of the war and helped 
to ensure that it was in the late 1920’s that ‘the Myth of the War was defined and fixed in the 
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version that still retains authority’170 especially among the general public. Other famous war authors 
who had suffered during the war also had their work brought into the public eye, the poet and 
musician Ivor Gurney who had suffered from neurasthenia and the death of Rupert Brooke in 1915 
when part of the British Mediterranean Expeditionary Force also helped to highlight the futility of 
the war towards the end of the interwar period. While this notion truly caught on in the 1960’s with 
the support of other media such as films and further publications of war authors and poets, it was 
first brought to light in the interwar years and had found a growing audience. Therefore within 
Britain one can see a shift in the perspective towards the Great War during the interwar period. An 
initial outbreak of celebration and positivity towards the victory was short-lived as the nation then 
entered a period of collective bereavement where it was almost considered uncouth to openly 
discuss the events of the war. The period of bereavement was enhanced by the creation of 
monuments on a national and local scale which in turn required communities to unite together for 
services or unveilings which allowed mourners a chance to remember the dead as part of a 
collective. After a lull in the publication of literature regarding the war there was an upturn in the 
late 1920’s and early 1930’s with popular work discussing the disillusionment of the soldiers on the 
frontline and an alteration of the previously expressed opinions towards the war. Instead, the war 
became more commonly viewed in the 1930’s as futile and an unnecessary sacrifice that could have 
been lessened. The advancing reality of the Second World War cast further doubt on the necessity of 
their participation. As Brian Bond wrote ‘Britain’s participation in the Second World War has 
paradoxically made it harder to understand, and appreciate, its role in the First.’171 One could 
hypothesise, given the changing perspective in Britain, that there would have been a similar 
alteration in the public opinion towards the war in Canada and Australia, potentially at a faster rate. 
When taking into account the geographical distance from the battle areas in addition to the safety of 
their territories from invasion, one could anticipate doubts over the necessity of the war and its 
futile nature to surface at an earlier period. 
 
 
Canada 
 
Canada remembered the war in similar manners to Britain; however it is apparent that the Canadian 
perspective towards the war did not evolve in the same way. Memorials, services and the 
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production of war literature were all evident during the interwar years but had a markedly different 
effect on the Canadian audience. A positive and patriotic stance towards the enlistment was 
adopted by Canadians, and this view continued throughout the war and also in the 1920’s and 
1930’s. One can see that the official reasons presented for Canada to go to war have been sustained, 
as have the sentiments felt by the men and women when they enlisted. The Great War was a 
success for Canadians despite the casualties and was remembered by many as an ‘unequivocal 
victory’172. This meant that the notions that were first raised before the war, and repeated during its 
occurrence to maintain its justness and positivity, survived the four years of fighting and continued 
to be held as true in the collective memory of Canadian civilians during the interwar years. The 
conflict had instilled a sense of independence and a unique national identity in the Canadian public 
and in the 1920’s and the 1930’s ‘the war evolved into the tool that could weld together the 
nation.’173 There were others who disagreed with the general view and whose perceptions were 
more in line with the growing consensus in Britain of a futile war during the 1930’s however they 
remained a ‘small and vocal minority’174 according to Jonathan Vance. Vance is a cultural historian 
whose work is at the forefront of comprehending social memories of the war in Canada. The 
Canadian historian Modris Eksteins has commented that ‘Vance is first, to my knowledge, to analyse 
at length the Canadian experience of commemoration’175. There are several published articles that 
analyse certain aspects of the war’s commemoration in Canada thus as one of few historians to fully 
contemplate the commemoration, Vance’s work plays a prominent role in understanding the 
Canadian memorialisation of the war. 
 
Memorials and monuments created to remember the war can be found in most cities throughout 
Canada with some also dedicated to the Canadian soldiers on the former battlefields in Europe. 
Monument iconography is often representative of both political and public desires to the memory of 
the event. In addition, the inscriptions on monuments provide an insight into opinion regarding the 
war. Most monuments throughout the country, such as the Geddie Memorial in Springbrook and the 
Charlottestown Memorial both in Prince Edward Island, were funded to a large extent by the local 
authorities and communities. It is therefore their views and their memories that are expressed 
through these monuments. In Canada many of the memorials contained important iconography that 
reflected their views of how the war had gone, therefore symbols of victory were prevalent. The 
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‘celebrating soldier’ became a prominent icon in the Canadian memory of the war represented in 
memorials.176 Jonathan Vance commented on the iconography used that,  
‘Throughout the 1920’s and 1930’s, the language of commemoration was dominated by the 
figures of Winged Victory and the rejoicing soldier, symbols of earthly triumph that 
constituted the single most important theme in war memorials erected by Canadians.’177 
The Sherbrooke War Memorial, Quebec and the memorial in Westmont, Montreal provide two of 
many examples of the Winged Victory as the figurehead of the monuments. This iconography 
demonstrated the importance of the war effort and the achievements of the Canadian soldiers on 
the European battlefields. Not all monuments used the symbols of the Winged Victory or the 
rejoicing soldiers to demonstrate the positive patriotic memory of the war with other forms also 
adopted. One such example can be found at the National War Memorial in Ottawa completed in 
1932, where bronze figures pass underneath an arch of victory.178 Victory was one of the central 
themes in the construction of monuments on Canadian soil for ‘Victory remained such a precious 
possession simply because of the consequences of defeat.’179 It is not only the victory of the allies 
that is being remembered but rather the ‘triumph of the soldiers’ valour and honour’180.  
 
Westmont War Memorial (Images Montreal, picture by A. Hamel) 
                                                          
176
 J. Vance, Death So Noble, p. 19. 
177
 Ibid, p. 17. 
178
 J. Hucker, ‘Monuments of the First and Second World Wars’. 
http://www.thecanadianencyclopedia.com/articles/monuments-of-the-first-and-second-world-wars (Accessed 
28/04/12) 
179
 J. Vance, Death So Noble, p. 20. 
180
 A. Gordon, Review of Vance, Jonathan F., Death So Noble: Memory, Meaning, and the First World War. H-
Canada, H-Net Reviews. December, 1997. http://www.h-net.org/reviews/showrev.php?id=1514 (Accessed 
04/05/12) 
S1128469  Benjamin McKane 
40 
 
Religion and the justness of the war, both important factors for many in the decision to enlist and in 
keeping with the Canadian government’s official reason to go to war, were often portrayed in the 
iconography of monuments and memorials. In order to maintain the notion of a just and necessary 
conflict, soldiers were represented as Christ like, making a sacrifice for the greater good of the 
world. ‘By drawing a parallel between the sacrifice of Christ and the sacrifices of 1914-18, the war 
took on a sense of purpose.’181 In the majority of cases, memorials were adorned with Crosses of 
Sacrifice ‘symbolizing peace and Christian piety’182; however there were also many more elaborate 
memorials using religious iconography. The three identical memorials created by the Canadian 
Pacific Railway in 1921 and erected in Vancouver, Winnipeg and Montreal, depict an angel of victory 
carrying a dead soldier to heaven.183 The use of a victorious symbol in combination with the religious 
symbolism of the sacrifice of this soldier’s life emphasises the belief that the war had been just. The 
image of Jesus-in-Khaki and the sacrifice of the soldiers was one that showed great ‘persistence in 
postwar Canada’184. Despite some who deemed it to be obscene as some form of ‘pseudo-religious 
sanction for slaughter’, it became ‘central to Canada’s memory of the war.’ 185 
In addition to the notion of sacrifice, resurrection was also prominent in the iconography used and in 
the rituals of remembrance. An example of this can be seen at the Port Mouton Soldiers Memorial, 
Nova Scotia erected in 1920, where at the top of the monument sits a Latin cross with a halo, the 
halo referring to eternity.186 Further instances of the depiction of resurrection could be found with 
the Canadian Pacific Railway’s memorials of the angel guiding the soldier to heaven as well as the 
national memorial in Ottawa with Jonathan Vance believing their movement through the arch 
‘represents death and resurrection.’187 Religious themed inscriptions also affirmed the popular 
image of resurrection with expressions such as ‘Death is swallowed up in victory’ inscribed on the 
memorial in Riverfield, Quebec.188 ‘These have won a deathless victory’ is another example which 
was inscribed on a memorial in Cornwall, Prince Edward Islands.189  The rituals and services held at 
the memorials also helped to reaffirm the idea of resurrection in the minds of the Canadian people. 
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The sounding of both last post and the reveille were often heard, either side of a period of silence at 
services on either Armistice Day or the unveiling of the memorials. They symbolised the death of the 
soldiers, a moment to reflect upon their deaths and then their resurrection.190 Religious monuments 
and inscriptions helped to add meaning to the loss suffered by many Canadians and vindicated the 
decision to go to war. 
It is also evident that for some Canadians there remained in the late 1920’s an acceptance that their 
soldiers had represented civilization while the Germans had acted as the barbarians. In 
Peterborough, Walter Allward, a famous Canadian sculptor of monuments, submitted a design of a 
memorial to the Citizens Memorial Committee and in 1929 his piece ‘Valour Defeating Barbarism’ 
was unveiled.191 Allward also designed a similar memorial for Stratford, Ontario which again 
depicted civilization’s triumph.192 While a memorial in Alveston, Ontario, unveiled in 1921, depicts a 
young man holding aloft the broken chains of tyranny.193 
Inscriptions also provide an indication of communities’ opinions towards the war and are sometimes 
more useful depictions of public views given the desire in some cases to not create monuments that 
glorified death. Monuments and inscriptions, of course, have never denounced the actions of those 
who died, but they provide to an extent communal expressions of the reasons for the war and for 
the sacrifices made. Many of the phrases used on the inscriptions validated Canadian opinions that 
the war had been a righteous sacrifice in the battle of good over evil. Inscriptions often used words 
such as Truth, Justice, Liberty, Honour and Freedom.194 Soldiers from Cranbrook, British Columbia 
had died for Liberty, while the men of Thorold and Cummington, both in Ontario, gave their lives for 
Freedom.195 In these memorials one can recognise the reiteration of initial sentiments felt at the 
outbreak of the war and the official reasons publicised by the government for their large 
contribution to the war effort. War memorials in Canada were similar to memorials erected 
throughout the world in this period so far as they demonstrated the collective need to grieve and to 
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remember the war dead. The frequency of victorious iconography also demonstrated that 
remembering the dead was not the sole reason for many of the memorials as Canadians wished to 
celebrate the victory and achievements of both the allies and their nation. 
 
Memorials dedicated to the fallen Canadian soldiers in Europe also provide an interesting glimpse 
into the manner in which the war has been memorialised by the Canadian authorities. Eight 
memorials were created at locations of significance, each highlighting Canadian successes in either 
defence or attack. Their positioning alone gives an indication that remembering the dead was not 
the sole reason for the monuments, but also that a positive recollection of the successes of the war 
may have played a part. Six of the memorials dedicated to the Canadian war effort, found at 
Bourlon, Courcelette, Dury, Zonnebeke (Hill 62), Le Quesnel and Passchendaele, ‘are marked by a 
simple stone of Stanstead granite set in a landscaped garden’196. All are uniquely inscribed with 
information regarding the Canadian participation at each location. The landscaping of the gardens 
undertaken by the Imperial War Graves Commission at these memorials and other Canadian 
cemeteries were ‘ordered and charming’ and ‘meant that visitors never had to confront the ugliness 
of their relative’s death.’197 It allowed those that could afford to make the journey to Europe in the 
interwar period, to spend their time in more comforting surroundings that removed them from the 
reality of trench warfare and the unpleasantness of the war. 
Two memorials were given unique designs and potentially allow us to better understand the 
perspective of Canadians towards the remembrance. The St. Julien Memorial was erected to 
commemorate the Second Battle of Ypres, the first major participation of the Canadian soldiers in 
the war. Designed by Frederick Clemesha and unveiled in 1923, its image is of a brooding soldier 
resting his hands on his upturned rifle in the funeral position. This depiction was intended to be used 
for the six aforementioned memorials yet it was decided that to replicate it would diminish its 
impact.198 The importance of this memorial as a unique design is that it demonstrates the 
significance of the Canadian soldiers’ contribution in the war highlighting the very first impact that 
they made. The Second Battle of Ypres was a success for their soldiers as they held the front line 
against German gas attacks. In comparison to the Battle of the Somme, Canada suffered four times 
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fewer casualties at the Second Battle of Ypres yet this special memorial was erected at St. Julien. On 
the memorial is inscribed, 
 
‘THIS COLUMN MARKS THE BATTLEFIELD WHERE 18,000 CANADIANS ON THE BRITISH LEFT 
WITHSTOOD THE FIRST GERMAN GAS ATTACKS THE 22ND-24TH OF APRIL 1915. 2,000 FELL AND 
HERE LIE BURIED NEARBY‘. 
The sombre and reflective artistic style of the monument captured the desire to remember and 
grieve for the fallen while the symbolism of its position, on a site of success in battle for Canada, 
reveal the intention to commemorate positive memories of the war. 
 
St. Julien Memorial (Transylvania University Magazine, Fall 2010)  
 
The Vimy Memorial was chosen as Canada’s national memorial to the First World War in France. Its 
dedication reads that ‘this Monument is Raised by the People of Canada’199 and its unveiling in 1936 
reflected this with over 6,000 Canadians making the pilgrimage to see the memorial designed by 
Walter Allward.200 The Vimy Memorial is a goliath of a monument in comparison to the granite 
stones at the six other sites and uses its size to display to the viewer a range of expressional heroic 
sculptures. Allward provided a description of the design in 1925 as such, 
‘On the wall stands the heroic figure of Canada brooding over the graves of her valiant dead; 
below is suggested a grave with a helmet, laurels, etc. Behind her stand two Pylons, 
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symbolizing the two forces - Canadian and French - while between, at the base of these, is 
the Spirit of Sacrifice who, giving all, throws the torch to his comrades. Looking up, they see 
the figures of Peace, Justice, Truth and Knowledge, etc. for which they fought, chanting the 
hymn of peace. Around these figures are the shields of Britain, Canada and France. On the 
outside of the Pylon is the Cross.’201 
From these sculptures one can again observe religious connotations of the sacrifice and justifications 
of the war reflecting the original reasons presented by the Canadian authorities to contribute to the 
British war effort. The wall of defence could also refer to the defence of civilization against German 
barbarism or more simply the conquest of the Canadian soldiers over a supposedly unbreachable 
position. In addition one can deduce from the individual shields of the three countries, Britain, 
France and Canada, in combination with the many other symbols of Canada, the importance placed 
on this battle in creating its separate national identity. A souvenir booklet of the Canadian Battlefield 
Memorial Committee stated that Vimy may not have been the greatest achievement of the war for 
the Canadian Corps but it was there ‘that the Canadian Corps first fought as a unit and, as its 
components were drawn from all parts of the country, Vimy may be considered as the first 
appearance of our young nation in arms.’202 As previously mentioned Granatstein and Morton 
referred to the First World War as Canada’s war of independence; the Vimy Memorial’s shields and 
pylons depict Canada on an equal standing to Britain and France, two colonial powers who had 
previously fought over the Dominion. John Pierce, who has written about the Vimy Memorial’s 
ability to help constructing social memories, poses several good questions when contemplating the 
Vimy Memorial and its vast unveiling ceremony; he asks ‘Was it a celebration of the achievement of 
the Canadian Corps or a ceremony mourning the dead? Was it an imperial event solidifying Canada's 
relationship with its new King or a statement about an independent Canadian nation?’203 The answer 
is that it was all of these and therefore it showed the continuing memorialisation of the war from a 
Canadian perspective as a morally correct and righteous event that had helped to push the nation 
along the path to independence. 
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The Canadian National Vimy Memorial (CBC.ca) 
 
It cannot be argued that these memorials were representative of the views of all Canadians as there 
were also attempts to use monuments and memorials in Canada to display the more tragic side of 
the war though these were discouraged and gained little support. H.W. Hart from Victoria was one 
gentleman who wished to use memorials to portray some of the realistic tragedies of the war in 
1925, potentially as deterrents for future military actions. He found little interest in his idea as it 
became apparent that ‘Canadians evidently had no taste for such gloomy commemorations.’204 
There were also those who adopted a revisionist approach and wished not to see monuments as 
glorifications of the losses suffered. There were some prominent advocates of the revisionist and 
pacifist theories such as Agnes McPhail, the first female Member of Parliament in Canada who 
objected to a reference of Vimy ‘which spoke of the nobility of sacrifice made by young Canadians in 
1926’. She did not condone the expression of sentiments glorifying death. Despite peaking in the 
late 1920’s through to the early 1930’s the pacifist movement ‘remained a small minority in 
Canadian society’ with only ‘a few faint voices’ countering the just war theory with their futility 
concept.205 This is in contrast to Britain where it became a growing portion of society, given weight 
by disillusioned veterans of the war that began to voice their views on its futility. 
From the inscriptions and monuments erected by Canadians during the interwar years there is, in 
the majority of cases, a positive remembrance of the war. To a large extent they portrayed the belief 
that it had been a just and worthwhile sacrifice. Most monuments that were designed to be more 
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than a simple unadorned cenotaph or plaque displayed either religious or victorious iconography 
that affirmed to Canadians the validity and necessity of the war. This was combined with inscriptions 
that confirmed the legitimacy of the reasons why the soldiers had gone to war. Other monuments 
also demonstrated the importance of the conflict in forging an individual national identity separate 
from Britain. The monuments helped to prevent any disapproval of the event and by aiding the 
formation of a collective memory it softened the loss of the sixty thousand soldiers who lost their 
lives. 
 
War literature is also an important feature of the interwar period that provides an insight into the 
views of ex-soldiers, authorities and also the general public. It too helped to create a vision in 
Canada of a just and necessary war by concentrating on the positives and neglecting the more 
painful and tragic memories. Unlike in Great Britain, where for many years the war was an unspoken 
about event, Canadians were not ‘tired of reading about the war: they merely said they were tired of 
reading of its hideousness and miseries.’206 This general desire to only incorporate the positive 
aspects of the war into the public domain helped to generate and maintain the idea of the war as a 
great victory in an obligatory conflict. It added to positive imagery created by the patriotic and 
victorious war memorials and was in stark contrast to the depiction of the war from British veterans 
such as Sassoon and Owen. 
Following the war in the early 1920’s, former soldiers found their memoirs and war literature 
popular with the public. For instance the poet John Logan found his work in demand; he made death 
appear beautiful to the reader and received favourable reviews of his book of poetry The New 
Apocalypse. Horatio Cromwell of the Morning Chronicle in Halifax wrote that ‘If the nation as a 
whole can glimpse the war in the perspective in which Logan views it, our future is safe; our sacrifice 
is justified’ to which Vance has commented that ‘much of the country did view the war from Logan’s 
perspective.’207 There were authors such as Kim Beattie who found his work sought after because he 
highlighted the barbarity of the Germans. He emphasised the use of poison gas in one of his poems 
contained in “And You!” published in 1929. Beattie’s use of German barbarity in some of his poems 
tapped into mainstream Canadian memories which ‘re-enforced pre-war conceptions of Anglo-
Christian, Canadian civilization’s superiority.’208 Civilization had prevailed in the war and many 
Canadian social barriers had been broken down in the process due to the necessity to co-operate as 
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‘The war shook society to its foundations, but the foundations remained solid because the 
foundations are in the hearts of humanity.’209 
Logan and Beattie are two good examples of authors popularised by Canadians who choose to select 
in their memories certain aspects of the war which highlighted its justness in addition to the heroism 
of their soldiers. In the speech made by Charles Power, minister of Veteran Affairs, at the unveiling 
of the Vimy Memorial ‘he admitted the horrors of war but insisted there was little to be gained by 
dwelling upon them.’210 There were books or collections of poetry that dealt with the more tragic 
aspects of the war such as All Else is Folly by Peregrine Acland which portrayed some of the darker 
sides of the fight. One passage demonstrates Acland’s alternative stance towards death to Logan as 
the main protagonist of the book, finds a friend ‘sitting propped up by a private. Jacket and shirt 
open. A red hole in the middle of his broad white chest.’211 However for each of these there were 
multiple more that contemplated the war in a lighter more positive manner such as A. C. Joseph’s 
Rhymes of an Old War Horse.212 This was a continuing theme through much Canadian war literature, 
to accept the losses but to concentrate predominantly on the positive memories of the war, notions 
such as bravery, camaraderie and ideas that appealed to the veterans’ nostalgia. Why would people 
want to remember the war in a negative manner that would further burden those that had already 
suffered? 
Popular works throughout the world that critically portrayed the war such as J. C. Sherriff’s Journey’s 
End and Erich Remarque’s All Quiet on the Western Front were also well received in Canada on the 
stage and screen. However, they were received in a differing manner to the rest of the world, 
creating far less criticism than in other areas of the globe and were considered favourites of many 
Canadians. Journey’s End was well liked by many veterans due to the opportunity it provided to 
relive the memories and camaraderie of the trenches while All’s Quiet on the Western Front 
contained romance and comedy which pleased the cinema going public.213 It is apparent that 
Canadians preferred to view the war in a pleasant light and thus appreciated plays and films that 
appealed to their sense of humour or centred on traditional values such as honour and patriotism. 
This meant that plays such as The Better ‘Ole staged in 1926 and films including Carry On released in 
1929 were therefore hits with the public.214 It would appear evident that Canadians had had enough 
of the tragedy of war, instead they wished to recall the victorious aspects of those years rather than 
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contemplate any further the butcher’s bill. As Alan Gordon has written, ‘for mainstream Canada… 
memories of the war emphasized a sense of victory.’215 
The positive recollections of the war contained in the most popular literature, plays and films 
throughout the interwar years offer a good comparison to British civilians popularising work by 
disillusioned soldiers in the 1930’s. The work popularised by Canadian civilians certainly portrays a 
different image of the memorialisation of the war than was hypothesised. In comparison to the 
assumption that Canada’s distance from the battlefields of the war would generate the concept of 
futility at an earlier stage, it has acted in a contradictory fashion and shielded the Canadian public 
from the full extent of its terrible scenes. The popularity of comedies and music-hall related to the 
war suggest that ‘The distance of Canadian civilians from the fighting meant that they could not 
experience the war directly’216. Instead of forging memories filled with tragedy and futility, it is 
Canada’s achievements in the war that ‘shine forth from the pages of history’217. As Terry Copp has 
written, ‘The Canadian corps and the Canadian people had accomplished great things together in 
what they believed to be a necessary and noble cause. Most Canadians held to this view of their war 
experience despite the rise of revisionist accounts of the causes of the conflict and efforts by poets, 
novelists, and historians to portray the Great War as an exercise in futility.’218 
 
Following the conclusion of the war special days were dedicated to the memory of the soldiers and 
to the victory. Armistice or Remembrance Day is the most well-known; however in 1919 on July 19, 
there was also a Peace Day. It was an opportunity to commemorate the dead but also to revel in the 
hard-fought victory and the Treaty of Versailles. Vance has commented that Canadians saw ‘Peace 
Day as another opportunity to celebrate victory.’219 It was enjoyed throughout Canada with three-
quarters of the population of Vancouver turning out for the city wide celebrations while Saskatoon 
held a two-mile long parade.220 It is also interesting to note that Vance believes that ‘The most 
striking characteristic of Peace Day, however, was its similarity to Armistice Day.’221  His comments 
would suggest that Armistice Day was not only a day of sombre remembrance but also a day to 
celebrate Canada’s achievements and the resulting peace. 
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Armistice Day was declared a public holiday in Canada in 1921; however it was remembered on the 
same day as Thanksgiving Day from that year to 1930. It created a day of contrasting emotions, a day 
of goodwill and celebration in memory of the settlers and their good harvests but also of 
remembering the losses from the Great War. In 1931, the Canadian Parliament adopted an Act 
which renamed it Remembrance Day and made sure that it was observed on November 11th, with 
Thanksgiving Day taking place in October.222 Armistice Day was observed nationwide each year with 
local communities gathering together in various ways to remember the war effort. The Northern 
Tribune in 1933 led with a picture of a dove carrying an olive branch followed by the infamous 
phrase ‘Lest We Forget’ and several articles regarding events to take place on Remembrance Day 
including a banquet held by the local branch of the Canadian Legion.223 The Western Globe 
commented in 1936 that commemoration services were attended by ‘a large crowd of local civilians’ 
as well as a multitude of dignitaries, veterans and clergymen.224 The Strathmore Standard carried a 
story on its front page on November 10, 1920, stating that ‘Two years ago the world came out of the 
Valley of the Shadow of Death, and while it is fitting that the day should be celebrated with joy, yet 
we should not forget to thank God and the allied armies and navies that we are living as free men 
and women to-day.’225 Remembrance Day brought together communities, providing people with the 
opportunity to collectively bereave for the dead while also celebrating life and victory. It was given 
added importance by the inability to repatriate the bodies of the fallen meaning that at first in effect 
it acted as a collective funeral. For veterans it presented them with the chance to integrate better 
with society as well as reliving some of the rituals of service such as the sounding of the last post and 
the reveille. The wearing of poppies and their importance to Canadians generated by John McCrae’s 
poem also added to the atmosphere of remembrance. The fact that they were made for many years 
by disabled veterans and then the Canadian Legion furthered their significance. Armistice Day and 
the remembrance services that took place were well attended events throughout the interwar 
period and each year was seen as an important national day to both remember the dead and to 
celebrate the soldiers’ victory. This therefore, again, presents a positive image of the 
memorialisation of the war in Canada. 
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Nostalgia played an important part in creating a positive memory of the war in Canada, and its 
significance can be underlined not only by its use in popular publications that appealed to former 
soldiers but also from attendances at veteran reunions and memorial services. ‘Arguably the most 
emotionally trying aspect of the entire demobilization process was the psychological disconnection 
that many returning soldiers felt’226. This meant that nostalgia played an important role for many 
veterans to reconnect with their former comrades in arms. Though unit reunions were small in size 
in the immediate aftermath of the war, they quickly grew in appeal and by the 1930’s tens of 
thousands of veterans were attending. In 1934, around 90,000 Canadian veterans attended a three 
day reunion in Toronto while in 1938 over 100,000 attended a similar reunion.227 The reunions took 
the veterans back to a re-enactment of wartime France with replica villages created to allow the 
veterans to relive life behind the front line. In addition concerts by troupes that had been present in 
France were put on for their enjoyment and rematches of sporting games played during the war 
were held.228 This all helped to reinforce the positive aspects of life during the war and to reaffirm to 
Canadians the positive memories to recollect. It helped to preserve the belief of a victory won in a 
necessary conflict by honourable and patriotic soldiers. 
 
The war instilled in Canadians a sense of national pride and a growing unique national identity. This 
in turn affected their relationship with Britain and also the manner in which the memory of the war 
was maintained. Canada had achieved great successes during the First World War not only on the 
battlefield but politically it had proven to the British and the Canadian population that its politicians 
and soldiers were a match for any other nation. A Canadian soldier had led the Canadian Corps in 
many of its nation’s finest military achievements to date and its politicians had been granted a seat 
at the conference of Versailles. During the 1920’s and the 1930’s, Canadian politicians, inspired by 
the success of the Great War, pushed for greater autonomy from Britain. They also achieved the 
desires of the pre-war government, politicians such as Robert Borden and Loring Christie. One way in 
which they viewed the war was as an opportunity to gain greater political standing within the Empire 
and the world. Following its conclusion that is what happened politically. In 1922 when British 
soldiers were trapped at Chanak when protecting the neutral zone of the Dardanelles, Britain 
requested urgent assistance. Canadian Prime Minister McKenzie King stated that ‘the issue would 
have to be debated in the Canadian House of Commons before any troops were committed’, by the 
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time this occurred the crisis had been prevented.229 Canada’s growing desire for independence 
continued in 1923 when it signed its first foreign treaty, The Halibut Treaty, without prior consent of 
Britain. In 1926 following the Imperial Conference and the Balfour Declaration, Canada, and the 
other Dominions of the Empire, had gained complete autonomy from Britain.230 The Statute of 
Westminster in 1931 reaffirmed the altered positions of all the Dominions as equals with Britain 
fulfilling the desires of many Canadians to become an independent nation.231 Both the Western 
Globe and the Gleichen Call carried a story entitled ‘Equality in the Empire’ which praised the 
progressive steps towards independence, something that many felt was deserved following Canada’s 
achievements in the war.232 The development of Canada to an independent nation throughout the 
interwar years helped to sustain the notions of patriotism and national identity which were pushed 
to the forefront of the Canadian collective conscience by the Canadian Corps’ achievements in 
Europe. The major steps along the path to independence were ‘consequences of the victories won 
by Canadian troops on the Western Front’233 and thus reminded Canadian civilians of the actions of 
their soldiers on the battlefields of Europe and in turn reminded them of the old sentiments of 
patriotism, duty, justness and honour. 
 
Canadian memorialisation of the First World War during the interwar years has to a great extent 
generated and maintained an image of a just war however this is not a representative view of all 
Canadians. The pacifist and revisionist movements that grew in the late 1920’s and early 1930’s saw 
it differently ‘as a futile slaughter whose main root was economic’234 however they remained only a 
small minority of the country. Not all of French speaking Canada viewed the war in a similar light to 
the majority of the country and instead of unifying the public as one nation; the war had the counter 
effect of strengthening ‘the two nationalisms of French and English Canada’235. Though they too 
rejoiced in the accomplishments of their soldiers they still felt bitter resentment towards the 
Conscription Crisis of 1917 and also the fact that the war had been controlled by the English.236 
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Many resented the fact that French-speaking soldiers were predominantly divided amongst English 
led and speaking battalions, with very few solely French regiments catering for their desire to speak 
their language. This resentment boiled over with the riots caused by the Conscription Crisis and the 
wounds were never properly healed. Quebecoise had been resilient to engaging in an English led 
war which can be identified by the low enlistment figures and the Conscription Crisis worsened the 
situation. It had a divisive effect on relations between English and French speaking Canada and 
altered their interpretations of the war. Instead of being united by a common enemy and a victory 
won together, ‘the memory of the Great War drove the two strains of nationalism apart.’237 There 
were men such as Napoléon Belcourt who ‘dedicated much of the rest of his life to building bridges 
between English and French Canadians’238. Conversely there were men such as Lionel Groulx who 
doubted reconciliation with English Canada following the civil unrest caused by the Conscription 
Crisis and lingering feelings of resentment. It is primarily Belcourt and Henri Bourassa, who shared 
similar optimistic views, who became champions of French-Canadian memory, just as Bourassa had 
championed the mini-battle against conscription. 
 
The memorialisation of the First World War in Canada has to the most part reaffirmed the image of 
the war at its very beginning, of a just and necessary conflict. The overriding emotion felt throughout 
the interwar period was grief which was displayed collectively at memorial unveilings or 
Remembrance Day services and also by many who could afford to, travelling to the Imperial War 
Grave Commission cemeteries in Europe. Canadians understood what had happened during the war 
and the tragic loss of life it had caused, though grief was seen through lenses tinted with joy and 
celebration at the return of the soldiers and the accomplishments of the Canadian Corps on the 
European battleground. Casualty statistics were far lower in the Canadian ranks than were 
experienced in the armies of other nations. This made the war losses more bearable as myths of a 
lost generation did not materialise like in Britain and allowed positive sentiments of the 
remembrance to come to the fore. The Canadian Corps’ successes had also resulted in a growth in 
the sense of an independent Canadian national identity. As Michael Howard wrote, ‘events on the 
battlefield ultimately determined what happened on the home front’239. Victories on the battlefields 
at iconic locations such as Vimy Ridge instilled in Canadian civilians above all else pride in their 
soldiers and their country. While some revisionist theories of futility surfaced and peaked in the 
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early 1930’s the general consensus of a just war stayed strong, unlike the fluctuating public 
perspective in Great Britain. 
 
 
Australia 
 
In many ways Australian memorialisation of the Great War shares similarities with the manner in 
which it has been remembered in Canada during the interwar years; however there are also some 
distinguishable differences. According to Melbourne historian Marina Larsson, ‘During the 1920’s 
and 1930’s a ‘cult of the fallen’ sat at the heart of Australia’s national culture of commemoration of 
the First World War’240 which is equivalent to the position of soldiers in Canada who were seen as 
patriotic heroes. Memorials sprung up throughout the country with many differing forms of 
iconography. Alistair Thomson, a professor of history at Monash University, believes these included 
some utilised by the Australian authorities to disperse their ideas regarding the war and their 
country.241 The majority of memorials were dedicated to the dead with a similar task as in Canada to 
‘transform personal mourning and sadness and justify death and sacrifice for the causes of freedom 
and the nation, thus binding the bereaved into the imagined community of the nation.’242 However 
diverging from the path that the memorialisation took in Canada, Remembrance Day lost some of its 
importance. The 11th November became overshadowed by a separate Australian day of 
remembrance, ANZAC Day. Furthermore, following the rejoice of the returning soldiers, the vast 
casualty lists and the cost of the war to Australia began to create doubts in the minds of civilians that 
it had been necessary given that their home front was far removed from the battlegrounds of the 
war. Jeffrey Grey has written that, ‘after the short-lived postwar boom came economic recession 
and a widespread feeling that the war had been in vain, a view which gained added currency’243 as 
the 1920’s advanced. Whereas Canadians retained a sense of patriotism and pride over their 
achievements in the war which they divulged publicly; in Australia, similar to Great Britain, following 
the initial celebrations returning soldiers were met by civilians who ‘did not want to hear about the 
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fighting’244. Their impressions of the war became heavily influenced by the idea of its futility which 
emerged in the mid 1920’s. 
 
The Great War was a catalyst in Australia for the notions of nationalism and patriotism to their own 
country above the Empire. The iconic symbol created during the war of Anzac led the way in an 
upsurge of nationalist sentiments. These did not necessarily mean that Australians demanded an 
immediate split from the British Empire, but they did wish for greater control over their own country 
and in their foreign policy. As with Canada, the Australian participation in the war presented them 
with a seat at the Peace Conference of Versailles as independent signatories of the treaty which ‘was 
a major step in the recognition of Australia as an independent entity in international law.’245 
Australia and Canada also became founding members of the League of Nations which further gave 
credibility to both nations pursuit of greater equality with the British. Similarly to Canada these were 
the first steps towards becoming an independent sovereign nation and were followed by firstly the 
Balfour Declaration in 1926 and then the Statute of Westminster in 1931. Between these two 
legislative acts the Australian government had ascertained some of its new found authority with the 
appointment of Isaac Isaacs as the Governor-General of Australia despite the objections from King 
George V.246 By using the principles enabled to him in the Balfour Declaration the then Prime 
Minister, James Scullen, was able to appoint the man of his choice. The First World War affected 
Canada and Australia in similar manners in regards to their political relations with Britain. Both 
countries gained a great deal of national pride from their achievements during the war and this 
resulted in both of the Dominions taking sizeable steps towards autonomy and independence during 
the interwar years. The steps taken by the Australian government demonstrated to the public that 
they were willing to do what was best for its own people and attempted to ensure that the efforts of 
the AIF would have permanent positive consequences. 
 
 
One substantial difference that is evident between the memorialisation of the Great War in Australia 
and Canada is the primary national day of remembrance and the significance of the date of that day. 
In 1916, the 25th April was officially given the name ANZAC Day and was marked by ceremonies in 
                                                          
244
 P. Pedersen, The Anzacs: Gallipoli to the Western Front, p. 409. 
245
 Museum of Australian Democracy, ‘Treaty of Versailles 1919’. http://foundingdocs.gov.au/item-did-23.html 
(Accessed 18/05/12) 
246
 Z. Cowen, 'Isaacs, Sir Isaac Alfred (1855–1948)', Australian Dictionary of Biography, National Centre of 
Biography, Australian National University, http://adb.anu.edu.au/biography/isaacs-sir-isaac-alfred-
6805/text11773 (Accessed 18/05/12) 
S1128469  Benjamin McKane 
55 
 
Australia and England.247 The 25th April was an important day in the military history of Australia as it 
marked the landing on Gallipoli, an expedition that would have disastrous consequences. ANZAC’s 
association with Gallipoli grew in Australian memory, while the interest and remembrance of 
fighting on the Western Front declined to an extent. Caroline Winter has appreciated this fact 
writing that, ‘In Australia, the memory of the campaigns on the Western Front, including battles at 
Pozières and Polygon Wood which involved massive casualties and much suffering, has dimmed. The 
memory of ANZAC has come to be associated with the much smaller but disastrous Gallipoli 
campaign’248. This is most likely to have happened because of the high casualties suffered at Gallipoli 
and due to the effect it had on the peoples’ idea of national identity. David Stevenson feels this has 
been reflected in the importance of the remembrance days in Australia. He commented that ‘In 
Australia, however, the ‘Anzac Day’ anniversary of the Gallipoli landings on 25 April 1915 developed 
even during the war into a bigger occasion than the November remembrance’249. Gallipoli, for many 
Australians, had a ‘lasting significance for its awakening of a sense of national distinctiveness by 
comparison with a class-bound and incompetent British leadership’250. Kenneth Inglis, an Australian 
historian, stated his own personal view of Anzac Day that developed from his childhood that it, ‘to 
school children as to everybody else meant more than Armistice Day.’251 Despite the growth in the 
importance of ANZAC Day in place of Remembrance Day, the events that took place on each day 
were fairly similar with services held at memorial sites or churches, vigils and gatherings of the local 
community for specific commemorative occasions. 
 
One can find evidence that proves the added importance placed on ANZAC Day over Remembrance 
Day in Australia from the many newspapers circulated in the country. The Sydney Morning Herald in 
1919 is one of many indications of this. The paper run on 25th April contained many articles over 
several pages referring to ANZAC Day, two of which had the sub-titles ‘FRIDAY, APRIL 25, 1919. THE 
DAY WE CELEBRATE’ and ‘ANZAC DAY. THE EPIC OF GALLIPOLI. A GLORIOUS MEMORY. AUSTRALIA 
HONOURS HER HEROES.’252 Thoughts of Remembrance Day in the same paper on November 11 
occupied two articles.253 The Argus of Melbourne dedicated several pages to the events of ANZAC 
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Day in 1927 with numerous articles relating to the order of events and services taking place, as well 
as maps detailing the planned assembly area and the routes of marches.254 In stark contrast, on 
November 11 of the same year The Argus published four small articles relating to Armistice Day, the 
first a message from Stanley Bruce, the Prime Minister, and the other three on the following page 
relating to the ceremonies to take place that day; in all less than half a page.255 Another example can 
be seen in 1933 this time using The Canberra Times. On 25th April, ANZAC Day makes headline news 
with the title ‘REMEMBER ANZAC DAY’ and there are several articles on the first and second pages 
including messages from the Governor-General and the King.256 On 11 November the headline is 
occupied by the potential of a mining company resuming operations at Captain’s Flat with 
Remembrance Day contemplated on page 4 of 6.257 There are countless further examples 
throughout the interwar period following this trend that showed the greater significance of ANZAC 
Day in comparison to Remembrance Day. 
 
There are some very important and fairly obvious differences between the two dates of 
remembrance, April 25 and November 11. 25th April is associated with Gallipoli, a military disaster 
and a devastating amount of lives sacrificed from the Dominion army of Australia. One could state 
therefore that Australians have chosen to remember their soldiers on a day of defeat which would 
indicate a rather negative outlook on the remembrance of the war. In contrast Canadians and British 
civilians collectively remember and, for some celebrate, the war on Remembrance Day, 11th 
November, the day that victory was announced. However it is also apparent that Anzac Day for 
Australians is not only commemorating the losses at Gallipoli but also the birth of a nation. It was a 
day that created notions of patriotism and independence similar to the Canadians victory at Vimy 
Ridge, however with vastly different results on the battlefield. Australians also believed that the 
problems of Gallipoli were not of their making. William Morris, the Australian Prime Minister during 
the evacuation, said that ‘One thing is certain, that the responsibility for failure does not lie with 
us.’258 Australian soldiers echoed this sentiment with one commenting that ‘I’m damned if they can 
say the Australians failed to do what was asked of them.’259 This reaction to events would lay the 
blame squarely with the Anglo-French forces and one would presume that this had a negative effect 
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on public sentiments towards Britain and potentially the war in general. The significance of Anzac 
Day over Armistice Day generates an interesting comparison. It shows that Australians have chosen 
to remember what they see as the first steps towards independence yet it was also the day that first 
marked the disastrous campaign at Gallipoli, a battle that with hindsight highlighted the futility of 
the war from an Australian perspective. Thus while stressing the importance of nationhood the 
notion of futility was also pushed to the forefront of the Australian collective memory of the war. 
 
 
Australian war literature saw a proliferation of published material and found a growing audience in 
the 1920’s and 1930’s. The interwar years provided many interesting versions of the events of the 
war, some which emphasised the heroic aspects while other focused on the futility of the conflict 
and tragedy of the soldiers’ experiences. Both forms of work were popular at certain stages and with 
certain audiences however as the war continued far longer than first imagined some disappointment 
towards the war emerged. Frustration and disappointment at setbacks during the war was visible 
under the surface. And in the late 1920’s they became expressed publicly as a strong revisionist view 
stressing its futility and disillusionment does seem to have appeared. It is apparent that this was also 
maintained in the 1930’s as the ‘degrading effects’260 of the Great Depression hit the country, an 
economic decline that was ‘often seen as the war’s consequence.’261 
 
Charles Bean was a prominent Australian writer and the author of The Official History of Australia in 
the War, 1914-1918. He was able in this work to capture the heroism of the Australian soldiers and 
publicised this to Australia’s home front. In the 1920’s his volumes began to materialise and built 
upon the heroic image of the Anzac soldiers which had been created during the war by works such 
as Glorious Deeds of Australasians in the Great War by E.C. Buley and C.J. Dennis’ The Moods of 
Ginger Mick.262 They helped to develop the growing national identity of Australians and the 
significance of Anzac in the commemoration of the war. At this stage they also heavily outweighed 
literature that questioned the necessity of the war such as To God: From the Weary Nations by 
Furnley Maurice.263 However, as the war had continued far longer than expected and later with the 
emergence of the Great Depression in the interwar years, ‘disillusionment replaced enthusiasm’264. 
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‘The best-known Australian novel of World War I’265 was Flesh in Armour written by Leonard Mann, a 
fictional account of the war heavily influenced by his personal experiences. In many cases it 
highlights the futility of the war which is demonstrated in the death of one of the three main 
protagonists, described by Jeannette Hospital as ‘Jim, predictably dies heroically’266. His sentiments 
regarding the disillusionment that Australian soldiers felt towards the British leadership are also 
present in his account which is ‘coded but deeply personal and full of barely repressed fury for the 
idiocy and indifferent ignorance of the British officers’267. Flesh in Armour originally failed to find a 
publisher so in 1932 Mann took it upon himself to publish his novel which later that year went on to 
win the best book of the year gold medal from the Australian Literature Society.268 Its popularity 
with both critics and readers is obvious as it won awards and was later republished on many 
occasions. Another book that was proclaimed as an engrossing novel based on the war was The 
Middle Parts of Fortune written by Frederick Manning and published in 1929. It provided a soldier’s 
perspective on the life in the trenches and though not anti-war it underlined the futility of the 
conflict and the daily tragedies that the soldiers faced. George Mitchell’s Backs to the Wall could be 
used as further example as it is presents a first-hand account of the horrors faced by infantry soldiers 
in war. Mary Gilmore, a prominent Australian poet and journalist, was another who used the 
popularity of her work to present her views of the conflict. She celebrated the courage and bravery 
of the Australian soldiers in her poetry but also expressed her anti-war beliefs. In The Passionate 
Heart, a collection of her poems that was widely read and favourably reviewed during the interwar 
years, she clearly demonstrates the belief that the war had been a futile loss of life.269 W. H. Wilde 
has stated that this volume of poetry ‘reflected her horrified reaction to World War I’ with poems 
that stressed ‘the futility and waste of war’270. One example of this can be found in her poem ‘The 
measure’ which begins with the line ‘Must the young blood forever flow?’271 The combination of 
praising the bravery of the soldiers while questioning the reasoning behind the war added to the 
growing sentiments that the war had been of the making of European powers. Australia had fulfilled 
all that it had been asked but at a heavy cost, thus the revisionist interpretation questioned was 
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there the necessity for these lives to have been sacrificed and if under better guidance than 
provided by the British, would fewer men have been lost. Some authors including H. Gregory in his 
book Never Again: A Diary of The Great War, published in 1934, stressed that these scenes should 
never be witnessed again. These sentiments were obviously fairly widely felt with the Governor-
General Lord Gowrie declaring ‘never again, never again’ at the unveiling of the Australian War 
Memorial several years later.272 These authors and books became increasingly popular amongst the 
vast amount of Australian war literature and alongside numerous other produced works highlighted 
among other ideas, the growing notions of futility and discontent in Australian perspective towards 
the war. 
 
Much Australian war literature, including the work of Gilmore and Mann, also helped to re-affirm to 
the Australian public an emerging desire for autonomy or independence from Britain which formed 
an important part of the remembrance of the Great War. Joseph Maxwell could also be added to this 
list of authors inspiring national identity in the Australian people. He is often acclaimed ‘as the 
second most decorated Australian soldier in World War I’ and he wrote the incredibly popular book 
Hell’s Bells and Mademoiselles in which he portrays his war experiences.273 Though also hinting at 
the futility of fighting in Gallipoli, his book offers depictions of Australian bravery and gallantry in a 
humorous account of the war. Furthermore this impression of a growing division was increased by 
Australian soldiers who visited Britain and began to realise the distance both geographically and 
socially between the two countries. During the war this distinction increased with specific terms 
used to identify Australians such as ‘Diggers’ and Aussies ‘which distinguished them from 
metropolitan Britons’ and continued to be used in literature during the interwar years.274 This 
increased the divide and pushed further into the collective conscience the ideas of disillusionment in 
the Empire’s war and Australia’s own independent national identity. 
 
What can be deduced from Australian literature regarding the Great War in the interwar period is 
that there was a definite growth in opinion within the collective conscience that saw the war as 
futile and emphasised the disillusionment of the soldiers. From this, one can see some parallels with 
the growth of the futility concept in Britain. Many soldiers themselves had become disillusioned 
during the war due to the ‘incompetence and folly of Gallipoli’, which was ‘further reinforced in 
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France.’275 The losses of many friends and companions in the trenches also enlarged the sense of 
disillusionment felt. Gallipoli played an important role in the dispersion of the notions of futility and 
disillusionment however the Western Front’s contribution to the large casualty lists is also a key 
factor. Though at the same time, authors and poets produced work that highlighted the bravery and 
heroism of the Australian soldier. It is apparent that both streams of thought led to Australians 
recognising the differences between their country and Britain. Australian war literature clearly 
demonstrates the changing impression that the Australian people held of the war from the 
enlistment stage through to the late 1930’s. From an initial position of loyalty to the British Empire 
and a perception that they were fighting a just war, the memory of the war in the late 1930’s was 
vastly different. From the late 1920’s through to the 1930’s Australia’s outlook on the 1914-1918 
conflict changed to incorporate the ideas of the disillusionment of the returning soldiers, the 
growing belief of the futility of the war and of poor British leadership. In comparison to Canada, both 
countries produced similar literature that promoted their national identity; nonetheless Australian 
literature had a far more negative stance towards the war. One can associate this with the high 
casualty lists perceived to have been created by the alleged poor British leadership which was 
approximately 65% of their total force, nearly double the 34% of Canadian casualties. 
 
 
War memorials and monuments were erected throughout Australia with varying purposes and 
iconography. According to David Stevenson at least 1,500 memorials were built in Australia, ‘one for 
every forty soldiers killed and for every 3,000 of the population.’276 Monuments in Australia were 
erected with a similar primary purpose to Canada’s memorials, as a site for communities to unite 
together as a collective to honour both the dead and living soldiers with sentiments of 
‘bereavement, pride and thanksgiving’277. As only one Australian soldier’s corpse was ever 
repatriated, Major-General Sir William Thorsby Bridges, memorials provided a site for Australian 
civilians to grieve those who had died on distant fields.278 The majority of these monuments were 
formed by sculptures, cenotaphs and plaques however there were also numerous memorials built in 
Australia which were to be used as public amenities. One such monument is the Australian War 
Memorial in Canberra which was completed in 1941 and houses a museum and research centre as 
well as a shrine of remembrance. Funding was raised with donations from the state and also local 
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communities and therefore memorials offer a useful comparison, with the war memorial movement 
uniting Australians with a common goal as it had done in Canada. 
 
Many monuments dedicated to the commemoration of the war in Australia were similar in 
comparison to memorials erected in other countries but many others differed in certain aspects. Not 
all that surprisingly several were adorned with national symbols such as effigies of the ‘Digger’ and 
inscriptions of the word Anzac.279 Nonetheless, what are surprising are the inscriptions of not only 
the dead soldiers but all those who fought in the conflict. The meaning of this was similar in all 
Australian communities and echoed the purpose of the majority of memorials around the world, ‘the 
mourning and honouring by name of the men who went to the war’280. In addition, comparing the 
frequency of certain iconographies used on the memorials it is evident that Australia used 
monuments far less as dedications to celebrate the victory of the war than can be found in Canada. 
 
Standard monuments such as crosses, arches and local amenities including halls and fountains were 
created during the widespread war memorial movement. In many cases the funding of local 
amenities to act as memorials was encouraged by the authorities as it proved an easy way to find 
financial support to back local projects. The memorials offered dual usage, both a sacred place to 
mourn and also a utility for the community’s future. They were therefore popular in some areas 
however traditional monuments were maintained as the normal practice. Crosses and arches 
represented the necessity for a fixed location within the local communities at which Anzac Day and 
Remembrance Day services could take place to honour the soldiers and commemorate those that 
had lost their loves. Crosses were more popular than arches as they emphasised the importance of 
the sacrifice of the men at war and also portrayed images of resurrection.281 Religion played an 
important role in the memorial movement which can easily be identified in 1931 with the creation of 
the National War Memorial in South Australia. It depicts the Spirit of Duty holding a crusader’s 
sword as a symbol of both battle and sacrifice while on the rear of the memorial is another spirit, 
this time of compassion, which cradles the body of a naked man.282 These forms of monuments 
showed a continuation of the desire to maintain and express the official reasons for going to war 
and to depict the losses suffered as noble sacrifices. 
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Female figures were present on some memorials such as Gilbert Doble’s Winged Victory, erected in 
Marrickville, New South Wales in 1919 and the same image can be found seated in Wellington, NSW 
in 1923.283 These symbols of victory in addition to other female symbols of justice and peace were 
popular amongst Australians but far less so than traditional or nationalist symbols such as the cross, 
obelisk and sculptures of ‘Diggers’. It offers an interesting comparison to Canada where the Winged 
Victory dominated the landscape of commemorative memorials dedicated to the Great War. This 
emphasises that in Australia the primary motive behind erecting memorials was not one of 
celebration but of commemoration. 
 
The most popular form of memorial erected in Australia was a simple obelisk monument. Inglis has 
noted that ‘For every cross in the landscape, Australians raised at least ten obelisks.’284 They were 
simple and affordable to craft, creating less of an economic burden on already strained 
communities. The recognised symbols of glory and death portrayed the sentiments in the minds of 
the people. Their ease to produce and their iconography made them very popular with communities 
and authorities of all religions and locations. One such marble obelisk was erected in 1919 in a public 
park in Crowther, New South Wales, to the men who had fought in the war. There are the names of 
eleven men recorded on the memorial however only one, Private Nugent Wildman, was killed in 
action. By 1922 the park had been renamed Wildman Park in his honour.285 Another such example 
can be seen in Babinda, Queensland, where an obelisk memorial was dedicated in 1927 to the 69 
soldiers of the local District who served in the war.286 In Perth, the Western Australian State War 
Memorial was in the form of a large obelisk and despite an initial shortage of funding it was unveiled 
in 1929. Obelisks were frequently to be found amongst public parks and memorial sites due to their 
ease to produce, but also the fact that they represented important principles. The values Australians 
wished to remember with the erection of obelisk monuments were the honour and glory of all 
Australian soldiers that had enlisted for the war and also the commemoration of those who had 
died. 
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Babinda War Memorial (Queensland War Memorial Register) 
 
Australia’s burgeoning nationalist pride was easily recognisable in many of the memorials created. 
Many monuments were named after and dedicated to the Anzacs such as the Anzac War Memorial 
in Sydney unveiled in 1934. However the main reason that it was effortlessly noticeable was in large 
part due to the placing of effigies of a ‘Digger’ at the tops of plinths, a choice that was ‘widely 
approved’287 throughout Australia. There were so many ‘Digger’ monuments that Kenneth Inglis 
believes they were ‘second only to the obelisks in the memorial landscape’ and in Queensland even 
more popular than obelisks.288 The fact that their frequency of production is higher than that of 
crosses or symbols such as the Winged Victory potentially shows that national identity and the 
remembrance of all of their country’s soldiers was more important than victory in the minds of the 
majority of Australians. The effigies of the ‘Digger’ were easy to distinguish, wearing the famed 
Australian slouch hat and full infantry uniform normally of a private. While the sculptured men stood 
in many different positions, they were predominantly all passive with only one memorial displaying 
the ‘Digger’ in ‘vigorous military action’.289 Often, including the memorials at both Apple Tree Creek 
(1921) and Southport (1922), Queensland, they portrayed the ‘Digger’ with bowed head and his rifle 
upturned in the funeral position, a sombre and reflective pose.290 Their effect on the Australian 
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public was a mixture of remembering the sadness and tragedy of the war while also celebrating the 
‘Diggers’ and all that they had achieved. 
 
 
Apple Tree Creek Memorial (Queensland War Memorial Register) 
 
In some cases the ‘Digger’ memorials do not stand alone and are accompanied by a further 
monument occasionally in the form of an obelisk or arch. There are other monuments where a 
female figure, sometimes representing Victory or Justice, stands with the soldier.291 This was 
presumably to link together the elements of national pride to victory, justice, peace or any other 
meanings portrayed by the allegorical female figures. Sculptures of ‘Diggers’ on pedestals and 
plinths were widely accepted throughout Australia as they supported the sentiments that continued 
to evolve during the war of national pride and a growing independent national identity. Though the 
many memorials spoke of some important sentiments felt by communities, it would appear as 
though the desire to see these feelings expressed in the form of monuments began to decline in the 
1920’s. The number of memorials commissioned in Australia diminished in the mid-1920’s with 
fundraisers complaining that patriotic generosity was considerably less than at the end of the war.292 
Inglis has noted this, commenting that after 1922 ‘the making of new memorials decreased’293. This 
would appear to slightly precede the onset of the futility concept in Australian war literature and 
would further emphasise the changing perspectives of the Australian general public in the interwar 
years. This change of opinion maintained the importance of national sentiments as shown by the 
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popularity of the ‘Digger’ memorials and the written accounts of the bravery of the Australian 
soldiers but with a growing belief of the war’s futility. 
 
Inscriptions on monuments provide historians with important access to the emotions and 
sentiments of the people as they decided ‘how best to express grief and pride’ on the memorials 
dedicated to their nation’s soldiers.294 The purpose of Australian inscriptions was above all else to 
honour the soldiers and in particular those who had died, but they also present an image of the 
impression the war had created on the communities. In most cases they reiterated the reasons, of 
both the government and the individuals, behind going to war; therefore one can find plenty of 
language used revolving around the ideas of freedom, liberty and justice.295 In Dawson, South 
Australia, the inscription on the obelisk details that the men ‘DIED FOR FREEDOM & HONOUR’, while 
in Norton Summit, SA, the men there had sacrificed their lives for ‘FREEDOM AND JUSTICE’.296 The 
Woodward Memorial Park monument in Thirroul, NSW, detailed to the local community that the 
men had given their ‘services in the interests of Humanity’297. 
 
Many other memorials used religious terms including sacrifice, though the Bible was not often 
referenced on the monuments.298 In both Dumbleyung and Yilgarn, Western Australia, they 
commemorated with a memorial those who had ‘made the supreme sacrifice’299 during the Great 
War. The language of the inscriptions used in Australia was very similar to the words inscribed on 
memorials in Canada. They attempted to comfort those who were grieving by asserting to them that 
the sacrifices had been made for a just cause in the defence of their country and human morality. In 
Australia this fact was amplified by the inclusion on rolls of honour all men who had served in the AIF 
during the war. Australia at the end of the war was the only Allied nation where all the soldiers who 
fought had been volunteers. It was looked upon as a ‘singular purity’ that no other nation could 
match with the famous Australian General Sir John Monash commenting that ‘we were all men of 
one nation, and all volunteers’.300 It showed that all had been willing to make the necessary 
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sacrifices required in wartime and also publicised those who hadn’t. The inscriptions conveyed to 
the public ‘the one large truth that their men had served and died in the Great War’301 but they did 
so in a way that attempted to unite communities together to grieve as a collective while also 
honouring all those who had served. They did not attempt to glorify the war or provide details of 
victories or defeats but instead pressed forward both the original notions of the war during the 
enlistment stage and also the patriotic sentiments instilled during the war. 
 
The prominent Australian memorials situated on the Western Front, similarly to the Canadian 
memorials in France and Belgium, were predominantly located at sites of important victories. 
Despite this similarity, their appearances are far less evocative than the Canadian memorials in 
particular the one found at Vimy Ridge. The monuments found at Pozières, Sailly-le-Sec and 
Zonnebeke that have been dedicated to the men of the First, Third and Fifth Australian Divisions 
respectively are all large obelisks.302 They carry with them the same message as portrayed at home 
of the symbolisms of death and glory. The Australian National Memorial, comparable in name to the 
Canadian National Memorial at Vimy Ridge, is located in the Somme region of France at Villers-
Bretonneux. It is far more understated with Sir Edward Lutyens’ Cross of Sacrifice placed in the 
middle of a cemetery and at the end a tower around which the names of the missing dead have 
been listed. The memorial was unveiled in 1938 by King George VI who spoke of the passage of the 
Commonwealth from ‘youth to manhood’.303 The grand spectacle of the unveiling that took place at 
Vimy Ridge was somewhat matched at Villers-Bretonneux with the presence of the British King, the 
French President and a large crowd to witness the event; however Australia’s parliament was 
represented by its Deputy Prime Minister, Earle Page rather than then Prime Minister Joseph Lyons. 
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A sketch of the Australian National Memorial, Villers-Bretonneux (National Archives Australia) 
 
The most striking Australian memorial in France was the Mont Saint-Quentin monument built to 
commemorate the actions of the Second Australian Division. At the memorial’s unveiling in 1925 at 
the top of the plinth stood an Australian soldier bayoneting the figure of an eagle, symbolising 
Australia’s victory over Germany at Mont Saint-Quentin in the summer of 1918.304 This was the most 
prominent display of victory and national pride in an Australian memorial on the Western Front. It 
stood out in comparison to the rather simple obelisks that the other four divisions settled for, and 
what is of interest is that it was funded by the men of the division.305 Clearly therefore celebrating 
victory and the glory of defeating the German army was a memory kept alive by many veterans of 
the war however it was not an opinion expressed by the majority of the public at the home front nor 
the Australian authorities at the national memorial.  
 
Australian memorials along the Gallipoli peninsula were fairly similar to the majority of the 
memorials on the Western Front, with the major monuments very sombre and reflective in 
appearance. The Anzac memorial at Helles is an obelisk while the monument at Lone Pine a fairly 
uniformed limestone structure with a large cross on its front.306 Australian soldiers were buried in 
many other cemeteries in Turkey with the memorials erected at those sites dedicated by other 
forces; however they too contained little iconography with simple symbols such as crosses used on 
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 Australians on the Western Front 1914-1918, ‘Mont St Quentin, Second Australian Division Memorial’. 
http://www.ww1westernfront.gov.au/mont-st-quentin/index.html (Accessed 17/05/12) 
305
 Australians on the Western Front 1914-1918, ‘Mont St Quentin, Second Australian Division Memorial’. 
http://www.ww1westernfront.gov.au/mont-st-quentin/index.html (Accessed 17/05/12) 
306
 Commonwealth War Graves Commission, ‘Helles Memorial’ http://www.cwgc.org/find-a-
cemetery/cemetery/76100/HELLES%20MEMORIAL  and ‘Lone Pine Memorial’. http://www.cwgc.org/find-a-
cemetery/cemetery/78500/LONE%20PINE%20MEMORIAL (Accessed 17/05/12) 
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stone walls. Therefore one can gain an overall picture of Australian war memorials on both the 
Western Front and the Gallipoli peninsula that they represented similar impressions of the war as 
could be found at the home front, the memorials primary aim was one of commemoration and 
remembrance. Little importance was seemingly placed on victory apart from at Mont Saint-Quentin; 
instead the memorials offered sites for future generations to remember the dead in pleasant 
surroundings which masked the tragedies that had occurred there during the war. 
 
 
The memorialisation of the war in Australia can be seen to have been closer to the remembrance of 
the war in Britain rather than in Canada. Some aspects of the memory portrayed in the interwar 
years are similar to Canadian remembrance with a growth of national identity causing political 
relations with Britain to alter in favour of the Dominions. However in Australia, the legend of Anzac 
continued to grow and rather than focusing on commemorating the war with its allied partners on 
Remembrance Day, Anzac Day was adopted as the primary day of remembrance. War memorial 
iconography and inscriptions also shared some common ground and some differences. Both 
countries used many fairly simple yet powerful monuments in the forms of crosses, obelisks and 
cenotaphs however in Australia there were far less images of victory and more of national symbols 
such as the ‘Digger’ placed aloft on pedestals. In addition, the inscribing of all men who served in the 
war emphasised the fact that all Australians who enlisted had done so voluntarily and were 
therefore seen as making a greater sacrifice. 
Nonetheless in the minds of the Australian public, this sacrifice has potentially not been worthwhile. 
For many Australians the notions of freedom and liberty, the core reasons why the men had enlisted 
in the first place survived the war but only until the mid to late 1920’s. The commissioning of new 
war memorials dropped off significantly at this stage and Australian war literature began to assert in 
the minds of its readers a different version of the war. Many Australians felt that they had achieved 
all that was possible during the war and had been let down by poor British leadership in the field. 
Some Australians blamed this poor leadership for increasing the losses suffered by the AIF, which 
amounted to one of highest proportionate casualty ratios of the war. The concepts of futility and 
disillusionment became commonplace in the works of veterans and authors of the war. In 
comparison to Canada where the movement remained a minority, in Australia it was the work of 
former soldiers expressing these opinions which became held highest in public regard. One can 
therefore identify a fluctuation in the Australian people’s impressions of the war that did not take 
place in Canada. This somewhat matches the stages of remembrance of the Great War in Britain 
with a shift in public perspective in the late 1930’s continuing through to the Second World War. 
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Thus one could note that my original hypothesis that Australians would view the war as futile and 
not a worthwhile sacrifice was correct. Although despite the greater distance from the main spheres 
of the war and the large casualty lists it did not do so at a greater pace, and took roughly the same 
period of time as in Britain. 
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Conclusion 
 
Many modern historians have been captivated with the study of social memories of the Great War. 
The First World War left lasting impressions on all the countries that engaged in the four years of 
fighting and it was in the interwar period that many of the participant nations began to generate 
distinctive collective memories of the war. It was also in this period that one of the most debated 
topics of the Great War, the perception of its futility which questioned whether the sacrifices had 
been worthwhile, was aired publicly by people of many nationalities. In terms of my original aims to 
see how the war was memorialised in Australia and Canada, determining whether they both viewed 
the war as a worthwhile sacrifice, it is apparent that the majority of people in each country held 
differing views on the conflict. 
Australia and Canada, two Dominions of the British Empire during the war, offer a useful comparison 
when attempting to understand how nations have remembered the war and what affected the 
impressions that held sway over the greater part of the country. By analysing the initial reactions to 
the outbreak of the war during the enlistment stages, one is able to determine the first views held 
collectively by civilians and governments. In the comparison between Australia and Canada, the 
views of the masses and the national authorities were similar with loyalty to the Empire expressed 
publicly in addition to the sense of duty and necessity to fight for civilization. Added to these 
sentiments were the prospects of travel, money and religious backing for the war effort. In terms of 
the comparison these similarly felt factors laid a fairly even foundation from which the 
memorialisation of the war would evolve. 
The final outcome of the Great War did not dictate the way in which the war was to be memorialised 
but added to the views created during the conflict. Both Australia and Canada were on the victorious 
side; yet their memories of the war generated in the collective conscience are by no means identical. 
Instead, key battles, casualty statistics and the growth of national identities played an increasingly 
significant role in the war’s remembrance. Key events during the war can be seen to have been vital 
to the manner in which it has been commemorated and have potentially played a more prominent 
role than the allies achieving victory. Gallipoli played a large part in the creation of Australian views 
towards the war during the interwar years not only because of the casualty statistics but also 
because it was viewed as the event that marked the birth of their nation. The Battle of Vimy Ridge 
did likewise for Canada despite the contrasting success of the two events, adding to the 
achievements of the Canadian Corps and furthering notions of a unique national identity. 
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In Canada, due to the many successes of the Canadian Corps and the leadership of the Corps by a 
Canadian for the first time in history, a constant impression of the war was maintained from the 
enlistment stage through to the late 1930’s by the majority of the country. Canadians were aware of 
the costs of the war and the losses suffered nonetheless they were selective in their memories and 
chose to remember the more positive aspects rather than the tragic and horrific scenes of death and 
destruction. One reason for this would appear to be the far lower proportionate casualty statistics 
than its colleagues in arms, with Australia suffering nearly double the proportionate number of 
casualties of total embarkations. This knowledge made it easier to bear the losses suffered. They 
celebrated the hard-fought victory and viewed the war as just and the sacrifices made worthwhile 
for both the British Empire and Canada. 
This stance was sustained by the continuation of emphasis on the initial reasons for going to war as 
well as promoting the actions of the soldiers on the Western Front. The religious and victorious 
iconography of war memorials erected in both Canada and on the Western Front helped to achieve 
this while inscriptions on the memorials again affirmed the validity of the war. In addition, war 
literature portrayed the more nostalgic, celebratory and heroic aspects that were often chosen to be 
remembered by the public and veterans in contrast to the less remembered tragedies in the 
trenches. The importance of nationhood and the sentiments instilled in the Canadian public by the 
many victories on the Western Front, none more significant than at Vimy Ridge, saw political 
relations with Britain alter during the interwar years in the favour of the Dominion nation. This again 
helped to sustain the notion that the sacrifices during the war had been worthwhile. Not only had 
the soldiers of the Canadian Corps helped to defend civilization and defeat the barbarian German 
army but they had also promoted their nation and set it well and truly on the path towards 
independence. Some sectors of Canadian society did not conform to these memories with French-
Canada unable to forget the conscription campaign which caused some civil unrest. However it is 
evident that there was a lasting positive impression of the war that was chosen by the majority of 
Canadians to be remembered. 
 
In Australia, the remembrance of the war was markedly different and in many cases resembled the 
memorialisation of the conflict in Great Britain. The AIF did achieve success on the field of battle on 
many occasions nevertheless it did also suffer one of the highest proportionate casualty ratios of the 
war and some stinging defeats at the Battle of Fromelles and the Gallipoli campaign. Certain 
memories held greater importance to the country and therefore the victories and defeats on the 
Western Front were largely overlooked by the Australian public during the interwar years, while 
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Gallipoli and the legend of Anzac were prominent. Gallipoli appears to have instilled in the Australian 
public a sense of national pride and identity that altered the relationship with Britain and also how 
people viewed the losses of the war. The separation of national identity and the casualties suffered 
are the primary reasons why the memorialisation of the war in Australia and Canada are so different. 
War memorials depicted this first part, of a growing sense of nationality separate from being British 
descendants, while war literature picked up on futility of the war and the antipathy felt towards 
British leadership. Monuments dedicated to the war lacked much of the victorious iconography 
frequently displayed in Canada and instead concentrated on the importance of remembrance and 
nationhood. Australian war memorials may not have displayed a great deal of victorious iconography 
but they were also not necessarily simply monuments aux morts as they also listed surviving soldiers. 
Whether or not it was ‘the distorting lenses of memory and history’ that ‘dulled the perception of 
victory’307, one can note that Australians celebrated their emergence as a nation more than victory. 
War literature on the other hand demonstrated the shift in opinion towards the war, as in the late 
1920’s the concept of futility was dispersed to the public in the works of many authors and poets 
including veterans of the war. Patriotism and disillusionment were other emotions expressed in 
veteran war literature, some of which laid the blame for the disaster of the Gallipoli campaign and 
also the losses suffered in Europe with the British generals. The attitudes of Australians towards the 
war changed in the late 1920’s from the positive emotions expressed publically during the 
enlistment stage and through the war to sentiments questioning whether the rewards of victory 
came anywhere close to vindicating the vast sacrifices made.  
The social memories of the war uncovered in this research add some depth to the work and ideas of 
historians such as Hynes and Philpott. Not only in Britain during the interwar years was the concept 
of futility and disillusionment prevalent but also in Australia. It contrasts with Brian Bond’s theory of 
those notions coming to the fore in the 1960’s. Yet Canada differs completely and may be looked at 
individually as a growing nation that maintained a positive remembrance of the war due to its 
achievement on the battlefields and at the global political table. 
Despite the beliefs expressed on many monuments erected throughout the world that heralded the 
hard won peace; peace on a global scale only lasted for two decades. With the onset of the Second 
World War, memories of the Great War were to be affected significantly. Nevertheless, regardless of 
the changes that would take place in the future, one can easily recognise the differing stances 
towards the memorialisation of the First World War that occurred in Australia and Canada during 
the interwar years.  
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 W. Philpott, Bloody Victory, p. 624. 
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